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HISTORY" 


CIVILIZATION IN ENGLAND 


CmAPTini 1 


OuTr.INK «tF TtlK UlsTOHV (»•' THK FltRNCn InTRKI.ECT 

FROM 'I’Hi; Mnmi.vi of tue Sixteenth C’entuiiv to 

THE AcCEHSH)N to Pt)WEtt OF Lrf.UJiS XIV^. 

The cousideratioH of those great changes in the filnglish 
mind, has led me into a digression, which, so far from 
being foreign to the design of this Introduction, is 
absolutely uccessary for a right uu<Ierstiinding of it. 
In this, as in many other respects, there is a marked 
analogy between investigations concerning the structure 
of society and investigations concerningthehmnan body. 
I'lius, it’ has been found, that the beat way of arriving 
at a theory of disease is by beginning with the theory of 
iu?{ilth ; and that the foimdatiou of all .sound pathology 
mast be lirat sought in an observation, not of tint 
abnormal, but of the normal functions of life. Just in 
the same way, it ivill, 1 believe, be found, that the be.st 
method of arriving at great social truths, is by first 
investigating tho.se cases in which society has developed 
itself according to its own laws, and in which the 
governing powers have least opposed themselves to 
the spirit of their times.^ It is on this account that, 

1 Tho question as bo whether the study of normal phenomena 
should Of shuiild not precede tho study of abnormal ones, is of 
the greatest imperfamco ; and a neglect of it has introduced 
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in order to nmlorstiuid the ]K)sition of h’ranoe, I have 
ben-uii ity exiHiiining’ the position of En^dand. in tmior 
to oiifltTstaml the way in which the diseasses t>i‘ t Ise lir^t 
country were apjrravated hy the quackery of ijriiorani; 
rnh'rs, it was necessary to nnderrilanii tiie way in whicii 
tin*. he:il!]i of the second country wiis preserved hy 
he.iiij^ su}»jccted to smaller iiiterfereiiccj and allmved 
with greater liberty to continue its natural march. 
W’itii tilt! lijjf'ht, therefore, which Ave ha\e acquired hy 
a study of the normal condition of the, Eniilisli mind, 
we can, Avith tiic greater ease, iioaa’ ajqdy our prineijde.s 
to tliat ahnorjnal condition of Freneii society, hy the 

co:ifu->ii>n into ovory Avork 1 bavoseou ongcnoral orfonijuirativo 
Utitury. )''or this jireliiiiiuary hoing im>,cl.f.led, there Iiih iioeu 
no rticogsikx'd j>rinc'(})le of arrangement ; and historians, iiuitoad 
of fyilowing a seientific nietlioU suitod to the actual osijpncic‘.-5 
of our kncovlcdge, have adtq.tccl an empiricid method suited to 
thoir OAvn exigonclc.s ; and liuvo given priority to did'erent 
covintrioK, Homotimos accorcling to thoir niac, somotimes accord- 
ing to tlieir antiijui ty, yometinios iteirording to thoir gfcographical 
jiosition, flOiootinio.<f aocordiii^ to thoir wealth,’ soraotime.'i 
according to thoir religion, sometimes according to the hrilliaucy 
of their literature, and soinotinieH according to tho faeiliticH 
which tho hi.storiaii hinisoif possosHod for colloeting nialariaUj, 
All these are factitious eonsiderationa ; and, in a phikmophio 
A'iew, it is evident that precedoneo should bo given to cmujtriea 
by the historian .solely in reference to the ea.so Avith which 
thoir history tian bo generalized ; folloAving in this respect the 
scientific plan of proeeoding from the sitnplo to tho eoniplex, 
'I'hift leads ais to the conclusion, that in the study of Man, ms in 
tho slndy of Nature, tho (piestion of priority reiuivf!.s itself 
into a ijUo.stidn of abtsiTation ; and that the more aberrant, 
any people have been, that is to say, the mere they have been 
interfered Avilh, the lower they must bo placed in ;iu arrange- 
ment of the hfetory of varioms countries. Coleridge (L/f. 
JimairiA, vol. i. p. 3*26, and ebowhere in his works) .seems to 
8uppo.so that tho order should be tho rtwerse of Avhat 1 havvt 
stated, mul that tho laws both of mind and body c-an be 
generalized from pathological data. Without wishing to 
oxpiess myself too pOTitmly in opposition to so profound a 
thinker as Coleridge, I cannot help saying that this i.s contra- 
dicted by an immense amount of evidence, and, .so far a-s 1 am 
aware, is supported by none. Itia contradicted by tho fac-t. 
that those bronchos of inquiry Avliich deal with pliouomena 
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^ opt'nstionw of nliich, ut the dose of the ddReenth 
cenlury. some of the dearest interests of dvilization 
Wt'V(^ ixnperiiletL 

In J'Vauee, a loufr train of evente, whidi I shall 
hereafter relate, had. frfttu an earijf' |H‘riod., j^iven to 
the eier^'-} a siian* of power hu'^er than that wlutdi they 
jHi'SSessed in Endand. The results of this were for a 
lime deoidedly hetudioial, inasmueh as the ehurdi 
re,-,trrii}k‘d the lawlessness of a barhanius apfo, and 
f secured a rolhue for the weak ami oppressed. JJut 

as the Fi'eiudi advanced in knowledire, the .spiritual 
atithority, wliitih had <i(me s(» imndi to curb their 
, pas.dons, heirau to press heavily upon their geniiiSj and 

,( littio alTootcd hy ftjreiyn causes, have Eittii raisod to scioueca 

Koouor than those wiiich thail with ihemauena Rroiitly affoc.to<i 
? by foreign causes. Tbo organic world, for esataplu, i.s more 

portui'bed by tho inorg;in.ic world, than the inorganic world 
is perturbed by it. Hence w'e find that the inorganie Bcienre;-. 

S have always been cultivated before tho organic ones, and at 
tho prosont moment aro far more advanced than they. In tho 
Bwne way, Ininuui physiology is older than immaii i»athology ; 
and while tho phy.siology of tho vf,>gotabhi kingdom him been 
successfully prasccutod since the latter half of tho Hoventeonth 
I century, the pathology of tho yegotublo kingdoni. cau scarcely 
be avid to exist, since none of its laws have l)6en genoraiiKod, 
and no syateuiatic rci^earohes, on a large sralo, liavo j'st hoen 
made into tho morbid anatozny of plants. It appoara, thoro- 
foro, that difforenfc ages i«id dilFeront scionocs hour unconadouH 
testimony to tho uaelessne.ss of paying much attonlkm to tho 
abnomiiil, until oonsidei-ablo projp'css has boon made in the 
study (if the normal : and thm ezmdusion might ba confirmed 
\ by imjumor.abIe authorities, who, dilFering from Coioridgo, 
'l hold that physiology is tho biwis of pathology, and that the 
; laws of di.scaso arc to bo raised, not from th(3 phenomena 
' ].rc'.sonled in dlsomo, hut frorn those presented in hfioith ; in 
other words, that pathology should bo investigated deductively 
rather than inductively, and that morbid anatomy and clinicsal 
obsorvation.s may verify tho conclu-sions of science, but can 
nov'ur .“upply tlia" meaim of (jroatiiig the science itsolf. 

Another 'coiuinn{tt=i(>n of the accuracy of this view, is that 
pathological investigations of tho nervous system, nurnoron.s as 
they havo buen, have olfectod scarcely anything ; the rezvson 
► evidently boin,g, that the pi-elirninary knowledge of tho nonmil 
It state is not .sulfioicntiy advanced. 
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imjit'tle its movements. Tluit s;um! eoelesiahtieal power, 
wliieh to an if.rn<jrant af?p is an tininixeil beneiit, is to 
a more euii{^li 1 .ene<] apr <5 a seriouH evil. The jtronf oi’ 
tliis was S 500 IJ apparent. Fur when tlie Heturin.'stiun 
hwko out, the ehnreli Iia<l in Eni'-land been so we.tk- 
eneil, that it. toll almost at th(i first assault ; ii>- 
revenues were .seizi'd by the crown,- and its olbci's. 
after hein^i; j.u’t‘atly diminislied both in authority and 
in we.iltli, were besUnved upon new men, who, from 
the nneertainty of their tenure, and Ibe novelty of 
Iheir doctrines, lacked that lonf^-o.stablUhed prescri]>~ 
tion by winch the elaims of tin; profesMon are mainly 
siipperled. 'I'bi.s. as we have already seen, was the 
hefrinnintr of an nninterrnpteil {iroi^ress, in whicli, at 
every successive step, tlie ecclesiastical spirit lost sotiie 
of its inthience. In France, on the other hand, the 
eleruy ^vere so powerful, that they were able to witli- 
.".tand the Hefonnatioinand thus pre.serve forthem-selves 
those exclusive priviluf'es winch their En,yli.sh hrethren 
vainly attempted to retain. 

'i'hls was the hej^’innins' of that second marked 
divcr/Jieuce between French untl Enj[,diRh civiliKilion,'^ 
which had its orijUfin, indeed, at a much earlier period, 
hut which now first prodinicd conspicuous results. 
Both countries had, in their infancy, been f^reatly 
lieno-fiteil by the church, whi<di alway.s showed itself 
ready to protect the peojile aj^ainst the oppressions 
of the crown and the nobles. But in both cuuntries. 
Its society advanced, there arose a capacity for selft 
protection ; and early in the si.vtcenth, of probably 
even in the fifteenth century, it became urgently nece.S" 
sary to dimiui.sli that spiritual authority, \vlucli, hj- 
prejudging' the opinions of men, ha.s impcd<>d the ntarcii 
of their knowledge. It is on this account that Protes- 

3 A circmastance which Harris rela,tea with ovidoiit dc-Jighi;, 
and gnoa out of his way to mention it. Zives «/ f/te iVi'tiw-is, 
vol. iii. p. 300. 

s Tho fipil divergence arose from the iTiflnonefi of the, pro- 
tective .spirit, na I shall oiuloavour to expUiin in the next 
yimpter. 
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t;iiiiisai, mi tar li-din lii'ijifj, as Us entsmtes hayw yulkvl 
it, ;ui ;iiM.-n\s.tion arisiii^; from uceitieiital eaust's, was 
a tinrnial nittvijinent, and was tUt’! iej^iUiuate 
<‘X]vri«.->ioti cif the wants of the l2uro|iivin iiileUeot. 
haii'i’d, ills' Uefnnnation owed its success, not to a 
(lesire of jinrify'nssr the clturch, but to a desire, ot' 
its pressure; and it may he broaillv slated , 
that it was adsipted in every civilized country, except 
in those whei-e prccodinrf eveid's had increased the 
inlhienre of [lie crsdesiastiral order^ either among the 
pt’iipis' or ,’imong iheir rulei’s. 'I’his was, tinhapidlv, 
the case with i’’nince 5 where the tdcirgy not only 
trimnphed over the ih-oleatants, Imt appeared, for a 
time, to have gained fresh authority by the defeat of 
Kuch dangerous enemies. 

'i'he conswpiejU-’e <if all this was, that, in Frane,e, 
everything assumed a itiore theological aspect than in 
.Eiiglaud. In our countryj tlie ecclesiastical spirit had, 
by the middle of the sixteenth century, become so 
feeble, that even intelligent foreigners w'cre struck bj- 
the peculiarity. The same nation, which, during the 
(Jru.s;idc.s, hail sacriliced iiiimmerabio live.s in the hope 
of planting the (.diri.sti.an sbiudard in the heart of 
Asia/' wa.s now alrao.st indifferent to the religion even 
of its own .sovereign. Henry Vlli., by bis side will, 
regulated the national creed, and fixed the formularies 

^ Tho indifforonuo of the English to theological dtsputob, nail 
the facility with \vliieb they changed their roligiou,^ cau.ied 
many foruigiiers to consuro thoir fickleness. Perlin, who 
travelled in England in, the middle of the sixteenth century,' 
.say.s, “'I’ho jieiiplo are reprobates, and thorough orioinios to 
good inamners anil letters ; for they don't know wherther they 
boltuig to God or the duvdl, which St Paul ha.s roprehondod in 
many people., saying, Bo not transported with divers sorts of 
winds, but bo coivstant and steady to yovir belief." AnU- 
ymrian .t'iep<rW7/, vol. iv. p. fill, 4t.o, 1809. 

'• It is said, tiiat the tirst lax over imposed in Enghmcl on 
jiersonal ijroperty was in llth), and was for the puirjiosQ of 
crusading. Satclair's Hist, of the Reeaivr., vol. i. p. 88 “ It 
would not probably have been easily submitted to, had it not 
been apfiroprialod’for so popular a purpose." 
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of the eliuroh, wliioh, if the people loul luvji iu oariH><i . 
lie cioiltl jiol ]>(wsii(ly have done ; fto* he h.u} no sne.-in-, 
of compeliinff (jnhmisnimi ; he had n<j .shuiiliiii;' army; 
and even his personal guards were so scaiiiy. t hiit, lU; 
any nioinentj they could h;n'o heen deslruyed hy a 
risiiiir of the warlike apprentices of London,*' After 
hi*? death, there c;une Kdward, nhoj as a Froie>,i nu, 
king*, undid the 'ivork of hin father: and, a few year,; 
later, then* came Wary, who, as a S’opish tjueen, undit] 
the worl; of lier hrotlier; while she, iji her turn, was 
sncccf'ded Ity FIi/:a!teth, tinder whom aiiotlici' {i;'rcai, 
alleratioti \vas etieeteil in the. estahlished faith.'" Such 
was tlie inditf'erenoe of the people, tliat these- vast 
changes \iere accomplislied without any serious risk/*^ 
In I’Vauce, on the other haiul, at the mere name of 
re’iuion, thousands of men were ready for the field. 
In Fugiand, our civil wars have, all hoen secular ; they 
have hcen ivaged, either for a cluuig^e of dynasty, or foV 
an incre.ase of liberty. i»ut those far more liorrible 
wars, hy which, in the sixteenth century, France was 
desolated, were conducted iu the name oi’ Fliristianity, 
and ei'cn the political .struggles of the great families 
wmj merged iu a deadly contest between Catholics and 
I’rotestants. 

'I'he effect this difference produced on tlie intellect 
of the two oonntries is very obvious. The English, 

'J Heiivy VIII. h.'ul, at ono time, iifti’ hoKe-guttr-i?, but they, 
being esptn-iive, wci'c hooji {dven up; unrl his enly prntcotion 
ofmsisted nf “tlio yeomen of tho guard, fifty in maatior, ,aial 
the ctminwii sorvants of tho king’s hou.-ichold. ” IMIifnin 
Co/isf, Jlist, voL i. p. 46. These “ yoojnen of the guard were 
raised fiy Henry VII. in 1485.” Oivsn\^ MiliUmj AHtiquilkB, 
TOl. 3. p. 167. 

’ Ijoeko, in ht? First Letter on Tolm-ation, has made sume 
pungent, and, T should suppose, very olfun.sivo, observation:, 
<m these rapid changes. Locke' & Jf'orCt, vol. v. p. 27. 

« But, although Mary easily effected a change of religion, 
the aati-ecelosiaatieal spirit was far too strong to allow her to 
restore to tho church its property. “ In Maty’s reiga, accord- 
ingly, her parliatuorit, so obsequious in all mutte3-.>! of religion, 
adhered with a firm gra.sp to the possession of church lands.’' 
Maliam’s Const. Hist, Tol. i p. 77. 
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ratiii'r flioir upon great Kccular snEstter*^, 

1 ;i<U ! \ ifi liu‘ !hbh*en{b century, produci'd ;i 

iiho'Eihu'e rtinicb never can perbh. Bui the Frenclj, 
(luivii to th.i!. (H’rind, h.’ifl init: put furfch a siugle work, 
liu‘ ut whicli would now lmalos.sto ICuropc. 

W h;it ihis- ctuitrjfst. llie more rciinitrl./dtlo i'-. Uiut 

iii I'r.uicc tloi civiliwiHoif, sudi aH 5t Wiis, h;ul a louiii-r 
i'l.u'.tiiiiii' ; llie lUiiUn'kil rciiiuirccs of llie country luul 
' hi'ou curlier tic; eloped ; its geognipliicrtl iiuHie 

ii Ihe ceulreof Eiiro]te;in t!io!it'-ht ; and itluid po.-'itVM'.sl 
!i 'iieiviiurt* Eit a when our ancestors were a me.rc 
Iriiii* of wiki ;ui<.i i^jionml kaidjarhins. 

! Tlus simple fact is, Hint liiis is one of those iiimimer- 

uhl<^ institnees wliich leach us Uuit no country can rise 
to ciiiinem-’e ho long :is tiie ecclesiastical power possosstes 
much auiliorily. For , the protlomiiuince of the spiritual 
classes is neociss.arily at;coinp:inicfl by a corresponding 
I ]n*ed(>minaiu:c of the t*»pics in wdiich those classes 

I deliglit. Whemwor the eeclcsi.-isticnl pr«)fosKion is very 

j influeutial, ectdesiasticEiI literature wdll ho very ahun- 

! (iiint, .md wdiftt is Ciilled profajus literatm'O will he very 

; scanty, lienee it occurred, that the, minds of the 

Freticb, heing ahnost entirely occupied with religious 
; dispute.s, had no leisure for those great inquiries itito 

which we in England were beghmiiig to enter;” and 
! thei*e ivas, as we hhall presently .sec, an interval of 

'ivliolc gi'neration between the progTcss of the French 
and Kngli.sh intellects, simply hccau.stJ tlutre was .ahout 
' liic .-Hiuc intoryal between the. progress of their 

, .scepiici'-ui. Tho theoI«gic;il literature, indeed, rjipidly 

f iucreast'd ; but it wa.s not until the seventeen Ui 

’ cfwitiivy tluit Pr.'ujce, produced that great secular 

liicrjiturc, the couuitu’part of which was to be found in 
Fnghuid before the. .sixtetMith century had come to a 

CIUH(\ 

« .fusi hi tbo .sanio waiy, tho religious disputes in Aloxaudita 
iiijiu'crt the interostfi of knowleilgo. 

>0 Jfhf, d^sdivf-rs £!talH, vol, vi. p. 1S6. Indeed, the 

thof'loin''al ypint soiled tho theatre, and the different soofcariaiis 
ridittnk'd each other’s principles on tho stage. 
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SucF was, in France., the natural coii^t'qut'mH; of tin* 
power of the church heinj^ pvoioujuod h«‘y<jml tlio i[n*rioil 
whi<*li the exigencies of society reuuireti. Rut vchiii- 
tins was the intellectual result, the moral and physic.-ii 
re.Hults iv(!re still rnisre serious. tVhile. the minds of 
men weK>. thus lu'ated by redigious strife, it would have 
heeu idle to expect any of thoso luaxinis of charily t.o 
wliicl) theological faction is alway.s a .stranger, H’J.'ile 
the ProteshintH were murdering the t'atholic,s,“ and 
the (’'utholics murdering the I’role.stants, it wa.s hardly 
lik(‘]y that eiliier sect slnuild feel tolerance, fur tlie 
opijiifUi.s of its enemy. During the si.xtecnth centtiry, 
tre;tUt‘s vvere oe.cjisionally made between the two ])arties ; 
hnt they were only made to he immediately broken 
and, with the .single exceptiiui of I’lldpital, the bare 
idea of toleration does not seem to have entered the 
head of any -sUitesman of the age. It w'a.s recom- 
mended by him ; hut neither his splendid abilities, 
nor his unfdemished integrity, could make head against 
the prevailing prejudioc.s, and he eventually retired 
into private life, without effecting any of his noble 
schemes. 

imleed, in the leading events of this period of Frencb 
history , the preilominanee of the theological s])irit 
was painfully shown. It w'aa shown in the uuiver.sal 
detorminaticju to subordinate politi(;al acts to religions 
opinions. It was shown in the conspiracy of Amboise, 
and in the conference of Roissy ; and still more was it 
shown in those revolting crime.s .so natural to siiper- 
Stitiiiri, the massacres of Va.'^sy and of St Bartholomew, 
the murder of (inise by Poltrot, and of Henry HI. by 

u Ths crirnos of the French Froto.stfints, though luirdly 
notit^od in Ftlietfs Hkttnry of Ou, Prnfesfunts of Fninct-, pp. 
138- ! 4.1, were as revolting us tliosa of the Cai.holios, and quite 
ns numerouH relatively to the numbora and power of the two 
parhios. 

ifahfj/, Ohsfrvations mr I’Jfist. de France, vol. iii. p. 1-19. 
In the roign f>f Charles IX. alone, thoro wore no 1 o.«b thun live 
of those religious wars, each of which was concliidud hy a 
treaty. 


SiX'I EENTH 'i{^ EIGHTEENTH GEN’rURV u 


( lompiit ThoHtt were tlie Icfritimato re!=ults of tlto 
of rclifiifois 'I hey were the nsnii:s 

that aoear-tifi Njiiril, whiehj whenever it has iuul tin* 
iias jnintsliefl even to the death thttfse who dared, 
to difier from it ; and wiiieh^ now that tia® power h:j‘- 
pa'vM'd away, siill eonUnue«i to doifinatke mi the noKl 
n!jnteriou3 sulijeet-.;, Lantper with tin" tiiosl -aereii 
prinejple.s of the hmuau heart, and darkeu Hit!i it.-, 
jniserahle snfjerstitioiiR those .suhlime <{iu'stioii.s Utal, no 
one should rudely touch, heeause they are for each 
aceordiniijf to tlie jneastire of his own soul, heeause they 
lie in tliat unknown tract which separates tlie I'lnite 
from the laiinite, and liecause they are as a sei.'ret and 
indivhlual euvenaut hehveeii Man and hist Jod. 

How loiijr the.se sad ilays would, in tlie ordinary 
course of affairs, have hecii prolonp:ed in i-'raiiee, is a 
question which we now perluips have no niertus of 
ansxvering' ; thouq’h there is no liuiibt that the progre,ss 
oven of empirical kuowledpie must, acconliiijr to the 
proce.as already pointed out, have eventually sufficed to 
rescue so j^reat a country from her d<‘p;ra(ied position. 
Fortunately, however, there now took place, what we 
must be content to <*all an accident, hut which was the 
he^inuing' of a most itn portent change. In the year 
15U9, Henry IV. aseeiKled the- throne of Erance. This 
great prince, who was far superior to any of the I’rench 
sovmi!iga.s of the sixteenth century,’'’ made small 
acvoimt of those tlieological dispute.^ w'hieh his pi’e- 
decessons had thought tt) he of paramount itnportence. 
ilefore him, the kings of France, animattul hy the piety 
natural to the guardians of the church, had. exerted all 
their authority to ii]diold the interests of the sacred 
profe.ssion. Francis I. said, that if his right hand were 
a heretic, he would cut it off. Henry II., whose aeul 

1* This, indeed, is not saying much ; and far higher praise 
might be justly bestowed. As to his doniestio policy, there 
(;an be only one opinion; and M. Flaspan. speaks in the most 
favourable terms of hi.s inanagonient of foreign affairs. Mmaani 
JJUt. de la Dipl(fmaiie.Franf.) voh ii pp. 191, 192, 294-297. vol, 
iii, p. 24S. 
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in 

was s(i!l !;rojit«‘r, ordjwl ihi‘ jadwcs Iti ]srni‘('t'{[ 
l*n>it'siatit'.. aiui piihlicij dwhinwl itiallw' wnuiii '"iiKik^ 
thu t*\firp;nioii *•}' lla; licTt-tirjJ liis priiiciji.'il “ 

( 'hrti'-u*;-‘ on tht> wltihrated day oi'St FiJH'ili(4tnHfVs’', 
aiU'jiijiksil !,(i ri'lievH tlu* church )>y dcsh’oyiu;,'^ Uioia ai- 
a shi!,dc lihwv. ilpury 1 H, itnunijscd to la-n-sy 

ovoa at. tiiP risk of his he said ’‘lie rouM 

Jioi, tiud ji firoader a'ravo Haiu uinid-L the ruins id' 
hi rc.sy/“l'' ' ' _ 

'riiCM' wen- Hie njfinious in the sixiei'iiili 

century, liyth(’ lu'nds of tiie ohic't luonarcliy in iCiiropc. 
But with su.i-li hu'liup's, the powerrul iniolU-ct id' iloiiry 
IV, }iiul not tiu' slig'htcsi. .sympathy, 'i'o suit, the shii't- 
int*' |ioIific- of lii.s aij'o. he had almiily chan^n'd his 
ndiuson twice; and hi‘ did not. hi'sifate to cluango it a 
third time, u hen ho t'lMiud that hy doit ia‘ .so iio i-oiild 
tnisnrc IriunjidUitY ti> his ctnuitvy. As he Ua«i <iisplayed 
fiSK'h iinliireronco ahoul. his own creed, he conkl not 
with dt'ctfncy .shoiv Tniicli Id-i-otry ahout thci erend of }ii.s 
siihJectM. W’c liiul, acciirdinti'ly, lliat lio was the author 
of tiic first ptddic act of toieratirni which any govern- 
ment promulgated in Kranci* since Christianity had 
been the ladigion of tiie country. Only live years after 
he had solemnly ahjured I'l’iiteslantism, ho puhii.shed 
the ci>U;hrat»‘d Edict of Nanies,“‘ by which, fur tins 
first lime, a <':it)mlic govermnent gTanted to heretics 
a, fair share of civil and r<digiou.s rights. Tlii.s ivas, 
tnitjuestionuhly., the most important event tliat had. yet 
occurvcil hi the. history of French civilisation. If it is 
eonsidf.’red by itself, it Is merely an evidence of the 

M. VliUiko (Oh'U IVm’x i,n Frani's, vot. i, pp. ‘iftl, 241) says, 
that he issued a cinailur “ addrcHseU to the pariiameuts and 
to tho juiiidal tnimnala, iu widch they were urged to pro- 
ceed ^^gain^t the Lutlieruii.s with tlio groat.e,->t .severity, uofi 
the jiidgcM iuformod that tlajy w’oiild bo iiokl rti.^piiTtf.i!iio, 
ahould they neglect these ordera; and in which ho deolnred 
plainly, ih.Ht m soon as the peaco with Spain was conidiiflod, 
ho W'as de»flrniinud to make the extirpation of the hcrotic.s his 
principal luminoMB.” 

w Ho said this to the Estates of Blois in l£.f<8. 

The Edict of Nantes was in ,15S)S ; the abjuration in 11593. 
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priiK'ipUN of the kiiw ; kul v,1).«‘u wo iouk 
;j 1 ii , find at Iho co'.s.ition of roii-j'ioi.'i 

war uiiirfi f'oilowt'ii it, wo oaniinf tail to pom.-i’se that 
ii, jiarl of a vast moveineol, in ^vhii'li flio proj.lo 
thowisolws parlioifKitiHl. 'I'hoso wiio rvoof^-ui-o tlie 
iiviti; of tho print iploi 1 havo laitoumJ to osiaiilisii, 
will o.vpta't til, it I ills is’roal stof> towartlM n'l^aiof,- 
Ulxn’ty was aiaamutanied hy that, spirit of i-aa'ptii-irxin. 
in iiio uitstait’C* of wliioii loloratioa lias aUviiys htsMi 
liiikiitavii. Ainl that tiiis was acluaiiy flio cast*, may 
lit' oasiiy prtnftl hy.-ni fwnmiiudion ttfiho IninHitJoitary 
.sla,te which I'raiict* Itoyati to ontor tttwartl.s tlu* eutl of 
till.* sixteenth ctMitnry. 

Tlu? wriliiias of llaltolai.*} ju-tt often ctmsiiJororl to 
uttortl tin; tirst instancs; of roii;;it»us scojtlicisin in the 
Fiamcli hui^'n.'iiro. IjiiI . afior a. lolt'rahly iritininte 
aotjnaiiiLaticti with the wtw-ks of tliia rti'aiariavhUi man, 

I have found noUiing tt) justify siii-li an opinion, ilo 
certainly treats the cltWH'y with c^rcat disrespect, and 
takes every opportunity of coveriiiir llieni with ridicule, 
iiis. allacks, how'ever, are always made upon their 
persional vices, and not upon tliat narrow' ;uid intolerant 
spirit In which tho.se vi(;es were cliieiiy to )»• ascriheil. 
In not, a sin^'le instance floi>s he slifwv anylhi.njr like 
lunisislent scepticism ; nor does he appear In iie*. aware 
that the distrr.iccful lives of the French clergy w-ere iud. 
the inevitable con.sequenco of a systein, which, corrupt 
as it still po.sse.ssed every ap}>earance of strcnjj;Ui 
and vitality, huleed, the iniincnse ]>opul:iri1y whic.ii 
he enjoyed is, almo.st of itself, a decisive consideration ; 

i'' Jlh jcUo on the rtvoiirih ot‘ Samson (fEii<.irs de 
vol. ii, pji. tit), ;J0), ittid his riilieiiic of ouo of tliu Mosaic lyw.s 
(vol. iii. p. Jvl), arc* so niH‘oiint3(;to<.l ivith other part;; <jf his 
work, as to tiave no ai'pearance of belongitu.? t.o a fronetul 
fchoiuo. The I'oinnientalurs, \vh(s liud a hiadon nif.iniuf; in 
over}' iintlior tliej'' ermotato, have ropresontod Hahotids as 
.ainiiu!'’ at the highest objects, and soekiiu' to otToot tlic mo.st 
ostoiisiivti social iuifl reli^jiioiiB ref(jr«is. This I H-reatly doubt, 
at all events I liuvo seen no proof of it; and t cannot help 
tliinking: tliat llabetais owes a large share of his reputation to 
the obsenrity of his Langnage. 


siiu‘(‘ no <jno, who is wfli informfMl as to tho oondilinn 
of the Frotich early iu the Mxli-enth eimlurv. wil* 
helitne it jH)S!"il»ie that a people, so sunk in .super, -ti- 
iiou., shouhi flelig'ht in a writer by wlioni siijn-rstiti^ni. 
is <‘oust.'uitiy attuekeii. 

ibit thf^ exleiibion of experience, and tiuf (auusiMjuon!. 
inereuse of knowledM^, were preparing- tlie nay for 
p:reat ebanije in the French uiteUeel. 'J'lie process, 
which had jjiist taken place in Ejijjiatul, w'as now IfC- 
f>'inning' to take place in Franco ; and in both countries 
tiie order of events ^vas precis(dy the same. The spirit 
of d<iuht, liitherlo confnnal to an occasional, solitary 
thinker, pTa<li 2 aily assunuMl a l»older form .* first it 
found a vent in the national literature, and then it 
inliueaceil the conduct of practical .statesmen. 'I’liat 
there w’as, iu France, an intimate connection between 
.scepticism anti toleration, is proved, not only by those 
{»:en(?rai arji^uinents which make us infer that sueli con- 
iH'ctioii mustfilvvay.s e.vist, but also by the circumstitnee, 
thiit only a few years before the promul;j;-?ition of the 
Edict of Nantes, there apipeariul the lirst Ky.stemJitic 
sceptic who wrote in the French language. 'Hie 

Essays of Montaigne were published in and 

form an epocli, not only iu the literature, but also iu 
the civilisiition of France. Putting aside personal 
peculiaritie.s, which Imve le.SH w*eight tlum is commonly 
supposed, it wdli be found, tluit the difference between 
Rabelais and Montaigne is a measure of the difference' 
between .1545*'* iiml 15ib{, and that it, in some degree, 
corresponds with the relation 1 have indicated betw'eeri 
Jewel and Hooker, and between Hooker and (.diil ling- 
worth. For, the law which governs all the.se relations, 
Ls the law of a progres-sive Hcepticism. M'hat lUbelais 
was to the supportens of theoltigy, that was Montaigne 
to the theology itself. The w-ritings of Rabelais were 

!8 The two first Ikjoks in 1580 ; tho third in 1588, with addi- 
tions to the firnt two. 

19 The first imprasfaion of tho Puntagmd of ihihoJais has no 
date on the titlo-page; but it is knovVu that tho thu'd book 
was first printed in 1545, and the fourth boulc. in IhlG. 
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(iiih .iin'i'ij'd jiLMHi'-t Um^ cltTjry ; Imt tho. n’Htinjjr.'i of 
wtiro 'lii'i'ctod against tin* systWH of 
Uiii t'li'ru-y ^vm* Tuo Uisder the go'sHt* of a 

riion- aiati of iiio aorM, «xpre?^snt<!f natural thtoj^rhi-^ 
iu (’(iiiitiutu iMotUai^ito concealed a spirit of 

ioi'ty .uiii luoiariiiUH inquiry, Ailhoufyh h<> iiu-kiul that 
finujiroio-usirone'" ^vlni'ji the font) t)f tijeitiif., 

lit* pti-ses'-oii otiior qiialilio-, ef-seitUal t»» !i f^roat utiud. 
lie was very oantious, atul yot ite. was very hold He 
was cauUoin, Kiave he would not helieve st.raitye Untijr^ 
heeausc tlieyliud hatat haiuituJ tlown by his forefa liters ; 
aiid lie was hold, since he w;xs uiidaimterl by the re- 
}ii‘oa,e,lieH watit which the ij^aorant, who love to 
utiifcizt'j always cover tiiose wlmse kn owlet l,i>:e makes 
them ready to douht.. 'I'ht?se peculiarities wtuihlj in 
any age, "have m.itle Moiilaigiie ;i, useful tnau ; iu 
the sixteeutli century they niiule him an importaut 
one. At the same lime, his easy and amusing 
style/* increasesl the circulation of his works, ami 

Mr Hullanr of Kitroj^ie, vol. ii. p. 29) says, that his 
f'COpticism “is not tiisplayiiil in rflligimi.” Hut if wc uso tho 
word '• relij^-ion ” in its Vn-dinary sunso, as cc,inm)ctcu with 
ilttgma, it is tividont, from Montaigne’s language, that lie was 
a sceptic, and an tmflineliing one too. Indeed, ho goes so far 
as to say that ah religious npintons are the result of custom; 

“ Coiume do vray nous n’avoiis aultro mire do la vdritc ol ilo la 
raison, ipio resotuple ot iduo dos opinions ot usances dn pitis 
oh nous Hommes : /d mi tmi-tiours la /MrfaicH religian^ la, par- 
fiiicte policy, parfaict ot uceoniply usage do toute? chOHOs,” 
l-j!;o.ustle Mo/iiamte, p. 121, livro i. chap. xxx. Aaamittur.il 
(■oiiKCipiftiice, ho lays down that roliugous error is not criminal, 
p. £>3. 'I'he uiot semus to he, that Montaigne, while reoog- 
ui/ing iilMrtictedly tho oxistenco of religious truths, doubted 
our capacity for knowing them ; that is to say. ho douhted 
if, out of the imiuonso number of religious o[>iuioris, there 
.tcre any means of asetwlaining which were aeeurato. Ilis 
iibsorvatioas on miraeloa illustrate Uio character of hi-!- 
inind ; and what ho says on prophetic visions is quoted ami 
coniirmod bv Finch in his pi’oi'ound wwk, Aliaatilion Menfak, 

p. 

l.>n<;ald Htowart, whoso turn of tnind was vory difforent 
from that of Montaigne, calls him “ this most amusing author.’" 
Skwari'a JViilos. of tht Af £»,«!, vol. i p. 46S. 


iJ 
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tiius conirilmti'ii to pofnjian'-^t! thosn ojiiniun.'^ which 
he \fulurc<i tt> ircuniUicntl fi>r g'oncral adojitlun. 

then, is tin* lirnl o|«>n fleet, -iralioii ftf iinl, 
M’»>j«Uei.~stu, whicih tovv.'in]ii tho on«i of tin* r<ix[e.>jf(li 
ceniiiry, {itfhlifly a|tpi‘rtml in Franta*. Dtirin;'- ucai-iv 
tlit'ce ;,;eueralions, it e.ontimu>(l its ooinve witfi a eoii- 
stantly increasing activity, anil lieveiojieii its(.[i-‘ hi a 
niiijincr similar to that, which took piace in Fiiy,laniL 
It will not }«* necessary to f’ollinv all the .steps of this 
^ercai f>i'0!'es.s ; hul ! will emleavour to trace those 
uhicii, !iy their prominence, seem to lio llie most im- 
'|:>i>rt:ant. * 

A ii'vv years attin- the appearance of (he K.s.s:iys of 
Montaigne, lliere- wa.s pnhiisheil in France a work, 
which, though now little rc;ol_, pos.sesseil in the seven- 
teenth century a la^juilatinn of the lii^)je.st order. 
This was the celehrateil TmdisT. on iVustiim, hy ('liarrou, 
in which wi! find, for the, fir.st time, an attempt made 
in a imsdern lan^ui'nre, to construct a sy.sLem of njorai.s 
witlmut the aid of theolofry. tVhat rendered this hook, 
in some resjiects, ev<>n more forinidahlo than Moii- 
taigue’s was the air ofjfravity with which it waswritleu. 
■(.diarroii was evidently deeply impro-ssed with the im- 
jiortance of the task he had nndertake.n, and he is 
nonoar, ihly distinpaiished from his conteniporjiries, by 
a remarkalflc purity both of lani^uap^e and of senti- 
ment. His work is’ almost the only one of tliat age in 
which nothing can be found to otfend the chastest ears. 
Although he borx’owcd from Aloniaig-ne inminierabh'. 
illustralionsc-- he has carefully omitted tho.se indc- 
cerujie.s into which that olhcnvise cliarnung' xvriter wa^- 
ofti'n betrayed, lieshles this, thm-e is about the w'ork 
of (diarron a systematic completeness which mwer fails 
to attract attention, in originality, he was, in some 

‘■^Tlio ohligatioua of Ohamm to Montaigoo wiiro vory oou- 
f>idoj'ftbla, but are .stated too Btr),mgly by many writers. On tlio 
most important subjects, Uharron «as ;i bolder and doeper 
fcliitikur than &kintnjgi«} ; though ho is now ao little road, that 
',-010 only tolerably complete aeeounfl have .scon of bis sy.stom 
' is in Ti^imrnwiti, Qesch, der l‘/ulogopUk, vol. ix. pp. 
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iuiin'ior io Moiitaijjrtie ; lj»j. he. Itiid Iheadvari- 
eojiiiui’' afier liini, anti tiiere ean he iso liouiif 

of I’sHO ts> siu elt'A ation whidi, to wtsnltl 

have 1 k>s-u inam-'-ihle. Tuhiu^a* his stamJ,ttA it were, 
oTi the riimnnil: of knuw]i;<lj.te, lie: hohtly atteJiijils ro 
t'nouier.iU; the eienienlN of wistioni, and the conditions 
nijfler wlucii those eletnent'3 work. In the seiunne. 
whh'li he tiius eonstruots, he entirely oiidls t heolo.u'ical 
(ht/i'inas ; ami he treats with 1 ^l!}is:^eIni>iefl scons many 
of those coiiciii'-ious which the peojiJe had luliuirto 
universally rociMvanl. He reminds his conntrymen tliat 
tlicir rejiii'ion is the accidental result of their hirth and 
edncaUun, and that if they liad lieen iii»rn in a Moliiun- 
medan eounlry, they would iiave iieen as lirm iiolievers 
iu Moliarnmed'atnsni as they then mu'c in ( ^liristhunty. 
i''rum this consideration, he insists im the aiisiirdity of 
their trouhlinir thein.solves about the variety of creed.s, 
seeing that such variety is the result of <nreninst;u!ce.s 
ovenvliich theyhave no control. Also it is to heohservi il , 
thuteacli of those different religioii-s declares itself lu 
he the true one ; ami ail of thorn are equally based 
upon supernatural pretension.Sj .such as iuy.slerh*s, 
niiraclos, prophets, and the like. It is hei'ause mert 
forget these things that they are the .slaves of that 
confidence wliich is the groat ohsHtacle to all real know- 
ledge, ;un{ which can only he removed hy taking such 
a large and coniprehensivo view, as will show us htnv 
all nalioijs (ding with (upial zeal to thcHenets iu wiiicli 
they have been educated."* And, .says (.’haiToUj if we 
look a little deeper we shall see that eaidi of the 
great religiiuis is huilt upon that wdiich preceded it. 
'I'IlUs, tlie fcUgum of the dews is foumied upon that of 
the iCgyptians ; ('[iriKliaiiity is tin* result of Judaism: 
and, from thi’se two last, there has naturrdly sprung 
Mohammedanism. Wi;, therefore, adds this great 

Ilvaoij lie opjiosf!,^ piwelytisw, and lakes up the }ihilo- 
Mipliiu croiuiu, that vciigions opimoiiis lining govurned by 
nndovi.ttiu^f lawn, owe thoir vanatioiw to variation., in tlicir 
ant£'..a;(Unts, atid are always, if left to theinsolvos, snitod to 
the esi ting wtato of things. 


wriU'!*. f^hoiili! rist* nbuvo. liu* of 

anil, withnui. btiiti:, torriinal by f-bo l<*ar of fiiinro 
jitinislirniMitj, or allurod by the of fnturi’ liappi- 

ti'Srs, w<5 isliouM lai rontetit with such praoih'al roliiiion 
as con'-ist^ in pnrfonniiiiy tlio. duties of lifi' ; umL nn ■ 
i‘OuiToiUMl by the dof?ma« of any jiariieular ert-oti, ur 
shoisbi strive to make the soul retire inuard upon itseb', 
and by the elforts of its own eontenipiation, aihnire the 
ineffable jCfr.indeur uf the Heing' of beings, the sujuviriO 
eausi* of all ereaied thiuji'S. 

bm-b were the sontimentfi wbieli. in ilie year IbOl, 
were for the first, lime laid before tite Fremdi people in 
their own niotber~!.otie:ue."‘ 'I'lie seeptieal and seniiar 
spirit, of wbieb they were the re] » resen tat ives, eon- 
tinned to inerease ; anrl, as the seventeenth century 
advanced, the decline of fanaticism, so far from beinfj;' 
wmiined to a lew isolated tiiinkers, jjfradually became 
common even among- ordinary politicians."-''' The clergy, 
.sensible of the danger, wished the goveninient to check 
the progre,s.g of iiupiiry and the pope himself, in a 
foi-inaJ remonstrance with Henry, urged him to remedy 
the evil, by prosecuting the heretics, from whom he 
thought all the mischief had originally proceeded. 
But this the king- .steadily refused. He saw the immense 
advanbtges that would arise, if he could iveaken 
the ecclesiastical power hy balancing the two sects 
against each other; and therefore, though he was a 
t'atholic, his policy rather leaned in favour of the 
Protehlants, as being the weaker party. He granted 
snm.s of money towards the su])port of” their niini.siers 
and the repair of their churches ; he hanishwl the 

M lljo first edition of },a was puhli.shcd at l-iordeaux 

in If,501. Two otlitions wore subsequontly nublihbod in I'.-u-is in 

imHihiimt 

-* ytsiflondi {Hist, des Hmugais, vol. xxii. p. 8(5) and *.;;val]0o 
{IJisl. d€S FraiKMu, vol. iii. p. 84) have noUcod ttio diminution 
of roligiouH zeal early in tho seventeenth eonlnry ; and soinu 
curious evidence will also bo found in tho correspondence of 
Duplessis Mornay, 

Tho Sarhonno went so far as to condomn t'iharrou’s great 
work, but could not succaod in having it prohibited. 
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Jo.-uilr-. hIhi u-i‘r.' Ua^ir aiust eiH'ina’s and 

hi' always had wSih him Uv<* fsipmsanJ-at ivvs of ilio 
ndhvint'ii fSuu'rh, svIuho huisjnfss it. was i«> 
hiia of :my Uii'ra<.ditjn i)f tfdidii udiudi In’! itad 

in lUvuur of than' ndij^hm. 

Thuri it was, iSirit iti Kmuciw tis woll ay in 
tol’-ratioii uas iMaaTtlod hy scejitin-iyio ; and thus it. was, 
tltaV tail uf thi'. s, t.|,t,ioisni ihoyo arny»‘ Iho liuniaiii'! and 
mdiyotmu’d iiiwisun'.s of Hoary i V. ‘I’lto jureat princo, 
hy whom tlioso tldni’-.s wtox* el}Vi'.f,od, mihapjdiy Ml a 
V!o.i,!tn to that lanafwal spirit wiiioli ho ha«l dout' imieh 
to ourh; hut the oiroiim.stunct'.y whioh oocurrrd after 
!tis death, showed hnw^rmt an imjadiis had beon^ivea 
to ' 

On the laiirdor of Henry IV’., in KJIO, the itrovern- 
ment fell into iho hands of the t^ueen, who adinhiistered 
it durini? the nunority of her son, Lotus XIII. And it 
is a reinarkahle evidence t»f the direction wliich the 
mind tvas now hiking, that she, though a weak and 
bigoted woman, refraim'il fnnn those persecutions 
W'iuch, only om* gonc.ration before, h:ul been couBideretl 
a ueeessary proof of religious .sincerity. That, indeed, 
must h!iv«,‘ iseeu ti moveinent of no tmmrnon energy, 
which ctHihl force tolcniiiou, early in the .sevtniU*enth 
eeiitairy, upon ti princ(;s.s of the lionse of Medici, ati 
ignorant and superstitious (kitholic, who hud Iieen 
educated in the inid.st of her priests, and hail been 
accustonusd to look for their applause us the highe.si 
objv^ct of earthly anihition. 

Vet thi.s was whut actually occurred. The queen 
continued the minister.s of Henry IV., and announced, 
tliat in e%ery thing she would follow his e-KUinple. Her 
liisfc ]>nblic act was, a declaration, that tlie Edict of 
Kiinte.s should he ijudolably preser\'ed 5 for, shev says, 

Ifcnry lianislwd the Jeanits in IfiSf ; but they were 
alli'V.-od, liter in hi.s roiiru, to make fresh settlements in France. 
But Ihere can be little doubt that they owed their recall to tho 
dread cutertainod of their iuirigues {(Urdf/oiiVy Jfisl. des (Jou- 
ftasmrJ^, {1. SilO) ; and Henry evidently disliked, as well as 
I'oarud, them. 
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experience lias taught our predecessors, that violence, 
so fer from inducing men to return to the Catholic 
church, prevents them from doing so.” Indeed, so 
anxious was she upon this point, tiiat when Loui.?, iii 
1014, attained his nominal majority, the first act of his 

S overmneut was another conlirmation of the Edict of 
laivtes. And, in 1015, she caused the king, wlio siii! 
remained under her tutelage, to issue a declaratitm, hy 
YS'liich all preceding measures in favour of the Protes- 
tants were publicly confirmed. In tlie same spirit, she, in 
1811, wished to raise to the presidency of parliament the 
coIehrat(;d l)e Thou ; and it W'as only by making a formal 
announcement of his heresy, that the pope succeeded 
in frustrating what he considered an impious de.sigii. 

I'he turn which things were now taking caused no 
little alarm to the friends of the hierarchy. The most 
zealous churchmen loudly censured the policy of the 
queen ; and a great historian has observed, that when, 
during the reign of Louis XIJI.,-such alarm was caused 
in Europe by the active encroachments of the ecclesias- 
tical power, Fi’auce was the first country that ventured 
to oppose them. The nuncio openly complained to the 
queen of her conduct in favouring heretics ; and he 
anxiously desired that those Protestant works should 
be suppressed, hy which the coirscieiice.s of true 
believers were greatly scandalized. But these, and 
similar representations, were no longer listened to 
with the respect they would formerly have received ; 
and the affairs of the country continued to be adminis- 
tered with those purely temporal views, on wdiich the 
measures of Henry IV. had been avowedly based. 

Such was now the policy of the government of 
France J a government which, not many years before, 
had considered it the great duty of a sovereign to 
punish heretics and extirpate heresy. That this con- 
tinued improvement was merely the result of the 
general intellectual development is evident, not only 
from its success, hut also from the character of the 
queen-regent and the king. No one who has read the 
contemporary memoira, can deny that Mary de Medici 
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and Louis XIIL were as superstitious as any of tlieir 
prcdecessoi's ; and it is, therefore, entlciit, that this 
disregard of theologieal prejudices was due, not to 
their own personal merits, but to the advanciiijr know- 
ledge of the country, and to the pressure of an age 
which, in the raj)idity of its progress, hurri<jd along 
those wlio believed themselves to be its rulers. 

But these considerations, weighty as they are, will 
only sliglitly diminish tlie merit of that remarkable 
m:m, who now appeared on the stage of public aftairs. 
■During the la,st eighteen years of the reign of Louis 
XIIL, France, was entirely governed by Richelieu, one 
of that extremely small cla.ss of statesmen to whom it 
is given to impi'ess their own character on the destiny 
of their country. This great ruler has, in his know*^- 
ledge of the political art, probably never been sur- 
passed, except by that prodigy of genius wdio, in our 
time, troubled the fortunes of Europe. But, in one 
important point of \'iew, Richelieu was superior to 
Napoleon. The life of Napoleon was a constant effort 
to oppress the liberties of mankind ; and his unrivalled 
capacity exhausted its resources in struggling against 
the tendencies of a great age. Richelieu, too, W2is a 
despot; but his despotism took a nobler turn. He 
displayed, what Napoleon never possessed, a just 
appreciation of the spirit of his own time. In one 
great point, indeed, he failed. His attempts to destroy 
the power of the French nobility were altogether 
futile ; ® for, owing to a long course of events, the 

® The common opinion, put forth in Alim’s Hist, of JSurope, 
vol. i. pp. 101-104, and in many other hooks, is, that Richelieu 
did destroy thoir inilucnce ; but this error arises from confusing 
political influence with social influence. What is termed the 
political power of a doss, is merely the symptom and manifes- 
tation of its real power ; and it is no use to attack the first, 
unless you can also weaken the second. The real power of the 
nobles was social, and that neither Richelieu nor Louis XIV. 
could impair ; and it remained intact until the middle of the 
eighteenth century, when the intellect of France rebelled 
against it, overthrew it, and finally effected the French 
Revolution. 
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authority of tliat insolent class was so deeply rooted in 
the popular mind, that the labours of auotlier century 
were required to efface its ancient iuHuence. But, 
tlioupfh Richelieu could not diminish tlie social and 
moral iveip'ht of the French nobles, he curtailed tlieir 
political privilef?es ; and he chastised their crimes witli 
a severity which, for a time at least, repressed their 
former license.*-^® 8o little, however, can even the 
ablest statesman effect, unless ho is seconded by the 
(Ljeueral temper of the age in which ho lives, that these 
checks, riule as they were, produced no permanent 
result. After his death, the French nobles, as we 
shall presently see, quickly rallied ; and, in the wars 
of the Fronde, debased that great struggle into a mere 
contest of rival families. Nor was it until the close of 
the eighteenth century, that France was finally relieved 
from the overweening influence of tliat powerful class, 
whose selfishness had long retarded the progress of 
civilisation, by retaining the people in a thraldom, from 
the remote effects of which they have not yet fully 
recovered. 

Although in this respect Richelieu failed in achieving 
Ilia designs, he in other matters met with signal success. 
'I’his was owing to the fact, that his large and compre- 
hensive vieivs harmonised with that sceptical tendency, 
of which I have just given some account. For this 
remarkable man, though he w'as a bishop and a 
cardinal, never for a moment allowed the claims of 
ids ]profe.ssion to make him forego the superior claims 
of his country. He knew, what is too often forgotten, 
that the governor of a people should measure affairs 
solely by a political standard, and should pay no regard 

29 Richelieu appears to have formed the design of humbling 
the nobles, at least as early as 1624. See a charaeterktio 
passage in his Mhrutires, vol. ii. p. 340. In Swinlnir tie’s 
Cruris of Eurojie, vol. ii. pp. 63-85, there is a curious tradi- 
tional anecdote, which, though^ probably show.s, at all 

events, the fear and hatred with which the French nobles 
regarded the memory of Richelieu more than a centiu-y alter 
' his death. 
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to tlie pretensions of any sect^ or the propaj^ation of 
any opinions, except in reference to the present and 
practical -welfare of men. The consequence was, that, 
iluriuf^f hi.s administration, there was seen the marvel- 
lous spectacle of supreme authority wielded by a prie.st, 
■\vlio took no pains to increase the power of the spiritual 
classes. Indeed, so far from this, he often treated 
them with what xvas then considered unexampled rigoui". 
The royal confessors, on ac<;ount of the importance of 
their fuiicti(jus, had always been regurded -tvith a certain 
veneration ; tliey were supposed to be men of unspotted 
piety ; they had hitherto possessed immense influetice, 
and even the most powerful statesman had thoug-ht it 
advisable to sliow them the deference due to their 
exalted position. Richelieu, however, was too familiar 
wdth the arts of his profession, to feel much respect 
for these keepers of the consciences of kings. Caussin , 
the confessor of Louis XIII., had, it seems, ^followed the 
example of his predecessors, and endeavoured to instil 
his own views of policy into the mind of the royal 
penitent.®^ B\it Richelieu, so soon as lie heard of this, 
dismissed him from office, and sent him into exile ; 
for he contemptuously says, the little father Caussin ’’ 
should not interfere in matters of government, since he 
is one of those “ -who have always been brought up in 
the innocence of a religious, life.” Caussin was suc- 
ceeded by the celebrated Sirinond; but Richelieu 


80 Many of the French kings had a strong natural affection 
for monks ; but tho most singular instance 1 have found of this 
sort of love is mentioned by no lcs.s a man than Do Thou, 
reapseting Heni'y III. 

81- Tho fullest account of Caussin is in Xe Vussor, ITist. de 
Louis XIII,, vol. ix. pp. 287-299 ; to -which, however, Gr%oiro 
never refers. As I shall have frequent occasion to quote Le 
Vassor, I may obseirv-e, that he is far more accurate than is 
generally supposed, and that he has been very unfairly treated 
by the majority of French writers, among whom he is un- 
popular, on account of his constant attacks on Louis XIV. 
iSismondi {Hist, des Frangais, vol. xxii. pp. 188, 189) speaks 
highly of his Hist, of Louis XIII. ; and so far as my own 
reading extends, I can confirm his favourable opinion. 
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would nob allow the new confessor to bt\i,nu I’.is duties 
until ho had solemnly promised never to interfere in 
state atfaj,rs. 

On another occasion of much more importance. 
Richelieu displayed a similar spirit. Tlic French clor^jy 
were then possessed of enormous wealth ; and as they 
enjoyed the privilege of tiixing themselves, they were 
careful not to make what they considered unnecessary 
con ti’i but ions towards de/rayiiig the c.vponscs of the 
state. I'hey had cheeidully advanced money to carry 
on war against the Protestants, because they believed 
it to be their duty to assist in the extirpation of heresy. 
Rut they saw no reason why their revenues should be 
wasted in effecting mere tenii»oral benefits ; they 
considered themselves as the guardians of funds set 

£ rt for spiritual purposes, and they thought it impious 
t wealth consecrated by the piety of their ancestors 
should fall into the profane hands of secular statesmen. 
Richelieu, who looked on these scwuples as the artifices 
of interested men, had taken a very different view of 
the relation which the clergy bore to the country. So 
far from thinking that the interests of the church were 
superior to those of the state, he laid it down as a 
maxim of policy, that the reputation of the state was 
the first consideration.^^ With such fearlessness did he 
carry out this principle, that having convoked at 
Mantes a great assembly of the clergy, he compelled 
them to aid the government by an extraordinary supply 
of 0,000,000 francs ; and finding that some of the 
liighest dignitaries had expressed their discontent at so 
unusual a step, he laid hands on them also, and, to the 
amazement of the church, sent into exile not only four 
of the bishops, but likewise the two archbishops of 
Toulouse and of Sens. 

If these things had been done fifty years earlier, they 
would most assuredly have proved fatal to the minister 
uho dared to attempt them. But Richelieu, in these 
aufl similar measures, was aided by the spirit of an age 
which was beginning to desi)ise its ancient masters. 
For this general tendency was now becoming apparent. 
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not only in literature and in politics, but even in the 
proceed iug's of the ordinaij tribunals. The nuncio 
indig-nantly complained of the hostility displayed 
ajjaiiist ecclesiastics by the Erench judges ; and lie said 
that, among other shameful things, some clergymen 
had been hung, mtliout being first deprived of their 
srpiritual character. On other occasions, the increasing 
contempt showed itself in a way well suited to the 
coarseness of the prevailing manners, Sourdis, the 
Archbishop of Bordeaux, was twice ignominiously 
beaten ; once by the Eulve d’Epernon, and afterwards 
by the Marechal de Vitry. Nor did Richelieu, who 
usually treated the nobles with such severity, seem 
anxious to punish this gross outrage. Indeed, the ■ 
archbishop not only received no sympathy, but, a few 
years later, was peremptorily ordered by Richelieu to 
retire to his own diocese ; such, however, was his alarm 
at the state of affairs, that he lied to Carpentras, and 

E ut himself under the protection of the pope. This 
appened in 1641 ; and nine years earlier, the church 
had incurred a still greater scandal. For in 1082, 
serious disturbances having arisen in Languedoc, 
Richelieu did not fear to meet the difficulty by depriv- 
ing some of the Bishops, and seizing the temporalities 
of the others.®^ 

'The indignation of the clergy may he easily imagined, ! = 
Such repeated injuries, even if they had proceeded Irorii 
a layman, would have been hard to endure ; but they 
were rendered doubly hitter by being the work of one of 
themselves — oiie who had been nurtured in the profes- 
sion against which he turned. This it was wbiGh ' 
aggravated the offence, because it seemed to be adding 
treachery to insult. It was not a war from with put, ; 
but it was a treason from within. It was a bishop whO;: 
humbled the episcopacy, and a cardinal who affronted 

g 32 The Protestants were greatly delighted at the pimishtnent 

of the bishops of Alby and Niraes, which “ les ministros re- 
! gnrdoient com me mie vengeance divine,'’ Benoist, Hist, de 

* rUdit de Hanles, vol. ii. pp. 628, 529. 
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the church.®'^ Suchj however, was tlie g-eiun-al Icmpiu’ 
of ineiij that the clerg-y did not venture to strike an 
open blow ; but, by means of their partisans, tliey 
fioattei*ed the most odious libels against the great 
minister. They said that he was unehasto, that he %vas 
guilty of open debauchery, and that he held incestuous 
commerce with his own niece, They declared that he 
liad no religion ; that he was only a Catholic in name ; 
that he was tiie pontiff of the Huguenots ; that he was 
the patriarch of atheists ; and, what was worse than 
all, they even accused him of wishing to establish a 
schism in the Freiich church. Happily, the time was 
now passing away in which the national mind could be 
moved by such artifices as those. Still, the charges 
are worth recording, because they illustrate the 
tendency of public affairs, and the bitterness with 
which the spiritual classes saw the reins of power 
falling from their hands. Indeed, all this was so 
manifest that in the last civil war raised against 
Richelieu, only two years before his death, the in- 
surgents stated in their proclamation that one of their 
objects ^vas to revive the respect with which the clergy 
and nobles had formerly been treated. 

The more we study the career of Richelieu, the more 
pi’ominent does this antagonism become. Evexy thing 
j'roves that he was conscious of a great struggle going 
oa between the old ecclesiastical scheme of govern- 
ment and the new secular scheme ; and that he was 
i] etermined to put down the old plan and uphold the 
new one. For, not only in his domestic administra- 
tion, but also in his foreign policy, do we find the same 
unprecedented disregard of theological interests, 'iflie 
I [ouse of Austria, particularly its Spanish branch, had 

33 In a short account of Richelieu, which was published 
immediately after his death, the writer indignantly says, that 
"being a cardinal, he afflicted the church.” 

*n This scandalous charge in regard to his nioco wuis a favourite 
one with the clergy; and among many other instances, the 
iiocusation was brought by the Cardinal de Valen^ay in the 
gi’ossest manner. 
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long been respeotod by all pious men as the faithful 
ally of the ttliureli : it %vas looked upon as the scourge 
of heresy ; and its proceedings against the heretics ha<i 
won for it a great name hx ecclesiastical history.'^'’ 
W'hen, therefore, the Fx'entjh government, in the reign 
of Chax'ies JX., nnide a deliberate attenxpt to destroy 
the Protestants, France naturally established, an 
intimate connection with Spiiiix us well as with lloxne ; 
and those three great powers were firmly united, not 
by a community of tempoi‘al interests, but by the fbi*ce 
of a religious compact. I'kis theological confederacy 
was afterwards broken up by the pers(?nal character of 
Henry IV., and by the growing indificrence of the age ; 
but during the minoi’ity of Loxiis XllL, the queen- 
regent had in some degree x'cnewed it, and had 
attempted to revive the sujxerstitious ixrejudices upon 
which it was based. In all her feelings, she was a 
zealous Catholic ; she was warmly attached to Spain ; 
and she succeeded in marrying- her son, the young, 
king, to a Spanish princess, and her daughter to a 
Spanish prince.^'* 

It might have been expected that when Richelieu, a 
great dignitary of the Iloniish Church, was placed at 
the hea(l of affairs, lie would have re-established a con- 
nection so eagerly desired by the profession to which 
he belonged.^’ But his conduct was not regulated by 
such views as these. His object was, not to favour the 
opinions of a sect, but to promote the interests of a 
nation. His treaties, his diplomacy, and the scliemes 
of his foi-eign alliances, were all directed, not against 
the enemies of the church, but against the enemies of 
France. By erecting this new standard of action, 

ss Late in the sixteenth century, “ fils atn^ de l’€glise ” was 
the recognized and well -merited title of the kings of Bpain. Ue 
yAo'M, i/W vol. xi. p. 280. 

35 This was, in her opinion, a master-stroke of policy. 

3" So late as 1666, the French clergy wished “ to hasten a 
peace with Spain, and to curb the heretics in France.” Letfa' 
from PeU to Thurloe^ written in 1656, and printed in VaM(jkw>i’s 
Protectorate of Cronmell, vol. i. p. 486, Svo, 1839. 
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lUcliolien took a jrreat step towards se(;ularisin^ the 
whole system of Europeau politics. For^ he tiuis miule 
the theoretical interests of men subordinate to tiieir 
practical interests. Before liis time, the rulers of 
France, in order to punish theii- rrotestaut subjects, 
had not hesitated to demand the aid ov tlie C.'atliolic 
troops of Spain ; and in .so doing, they merely acted 
upon the old opinion, that it was the chief duty of a 
government to suppress heresy. Tlu.s pernicious 
(ioctrine was iirst openly i*epudiated by Richelieu. 
As early as 1617, and before he had established his 
power, he, in an instruction to one of the foreign 
ministers which is still extant, laid it down as a 
pi'inciple, that, in matters of state, no Clatholic ought 
to prefer a Spaniard to a French Protestant. To us, 
indeed, in tlie progress of society, such preference of 
the claims of our country to those of our creed, has 
hecomo a matter of course ; but in those days it was 
a startling novelty.®® Richelieu, however, did not 
fear to push the x>aradox even to its remotest conse- 
quences. The Catholic Church justly considered that 
its interests were bound up with those of the House of 
Austria ; but Richelieu, dii’ectly he was called to the 
council, determined to humble that house in both its 
hrauches. To effect this, he openly supported the 
bitterest enemies of his own religion. He aided the 
Lutherans against the Emperor of Germany ; he aided 
the Calvinists against the King of Spain, During the 
eighteen years he w'as supreme, he steadily pursued 
the same undeviating policy. When Philip attempted 
to oppress the Dutch Proteskiiits, Richelieu nuide 
common cause with them ; at first, advancing them 
large sums of money, and afterwards inducing the 
French king to sign a treaty of intimate alliance 

Even in the reign of Henry JV. tho Preneh Protestants 
ware not con.sidered to ho Pronchtnen ; “The intolerant dogmas 
of Roman Catholicism did not roeognise them as Frenchmen. 
Tl!e 3 '' were looked upon as foreigners, or rather as oneniies ; 
and were treated as such.” FeUct, H'Ul. of the FrolestatUs oj 
France, p. 216. 
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with those, who^ in the opinion of the church, he 
oiUTht rather to have chastised as rebellious heretics® 
In the same way, when that great war broke out, in 
which the emperor attempted to subjugate to tlje, true 
iiiith the. consciences of German Protestants, Richelieu 
stood forward as their protector ; he endeavoured from 
the beginning to sa\^e tlieir leader the Palatine and, 
failing in that, he concluded in their favour an alliance 
with Gustavus Adolphus, the ablest military commander 
the Reformers had then produced. Nor did he stop 
there. After the death of Gustavus, he, seeing that 
the Protestants were thus deprived of their great 
leader, made still more vigorous efforts in their favour. 
He intrigued for them in foi'eign courts ; he opened 
negotiations in their behalf ; and eventually he 
organised for their protection a public confederacy, 
in which all ecclesiastical considerations were set at 
defiance. This league, which formed an important 
precedent in the international polity of Europe, was 
not only contracted by Richelieu with the two most 
powerful enemies of his own church, but it was, from 
its tenor, what Sismondi emphatically csills a ^^Pro- 
testant confederation,-’^ — a Protestant confederation, 
he says, between France, England, and Holland. 

These things alone would have made the administra- 
tion of Richelieu a great epoch in the history of 
European civilisation. For, his government affords 
the first example of an eminent Catholic statesman 

8® Do Ret?, mentions a ourions illustration of the feelings of 
the ecclesiastical party respecting this treaty. He says, that 
the Bishop of Beauvai-s, who, the year after the death of 
Richelieu, was for a moment at tho head of affairs, began his 
administration by giving to the Dutch their choice, either to 
abandon their religion, or else forfeit their alliance with France. 

In 1626, he attempted to form a league ‘'en faveur du 
Palatin.” Sismondi, Jlisi. des Francis, vol. xxii. p. 576. 
Sismondi seems not quite certain as to the sincerity of his 
proposal ; hut as to this there can, 1 think, be little doubt ; for 
it appears from his own memoirs, that even in 1624 he had m 
■view tho recover^’- of tho Palatinate. Mem, de Hichelieu, voh jL 
p, 405 ; and again in 1625, p. 468. 
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systematically disreifartliiig' ecclesiastical interests, ainl 
showing that disregard in the whole scheme of his 
foreign, as well as of his domestic, policy, Some 
instances, indeed, approaching to this, may be found, 
at an earlier period, among the petty rulers of Italian 
sfcites ; but, even there, such attempts iuid never been 
successful ; tliey had never been continued for any 
length of time, nor had they been carried out oti a 
stjaic large enough to raise them to the dignity of in- 
ternational precedents. The peculiar glory of Richelieu 
is, that his foreign policy was, not occasionally, but 
invariably, governed by temporal considerations ; nor 
do I believe that, during the long tenure of his power, 
there is to be found the least proof of his regard foi’ 
those theological interests, the promotion of which 
had long been looked upon as a matter of paramount 
importance. By thus steadily subordinating the church 
to the state ; by enforcing the principle of this subordi- 
nation, on a large scale, with great ability, and with 
unvarying success, he laid the foundation of that purely 
secular polity, the consolidation of which has, since his 
death, been the aim of all the best European diplo- 
matists. The result was a most salutary change ; 
which had been for some time preparing, but which, 
under him, was first completed. For, by tbe introduc- 
tion of this system, an end was put to religious wars ; 
and the chances of peace were increased, by thus 
removing one of the causes to which the interruption 
of peace had often been owing.'*’^ At the same time, 
there was prepared the way for that final separation 
of theology from politics, which it will he the business 
of future generations fully to achieve. How great a 
step had been taken in this direction, appears from the 

'‘i This change may be illustrated by comparing the work of 
Orotius with that of Vattel. These two eminent men are still 
respected, aa the most authoritative expounders of international 
law ; but there is this important difference between them, that 
Vattel wrote more than a century after Grotius, and when the 
secular principles enforced by Kichelieu had. penetrated the 
minds even of common politicians. 
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facility witli winch the operations of Richelieu wei’e 
continued hy men every way hia inferiors. Less than 
two years after his death, there was assembled the Con- 
gress of Westphalia ; the members of which concluded 
that celebrated peace, which is remarkable, as being- 
the first comprehensive attempt to adjust the conflicting- 
interests of the leading- European countries. In tliis 
important treaty, ecclesiastical interests were altogether 
disi-egarded ; and the contracting parties, instead of, 
as heretofore, depriving each other of their possessions, 
took the bolder course of indemnifying themselves at 
the expense of the church, and did not hesitate to seize 
her revenues, and secularize several of her bishopi-ics. 
From this grievous insult, which became a precedent 
in the public law of Europe, the spiritual power has 
never recovered : and it is remarked by a very com- 
petent authority, that, since that period, diplomatists 
have, in their official acts, neglected religious interests, 
and have preferred the advocacy of matters relating to 
the commerce and colonies of their respective coun- 
tries, The truth of this observation is confirmed by 
the interesting fact, that the Thirty Years’ War, to 
which this same treaty put an end, is the last great 
religious war which has ever been waged ; ^ no civilized 

S ie, during two centuries, having thought it worth 
3 to peril their own safety in order to disturb the 
belief of their neighbours. This, indeed, is but a part 
of that vast secular movement, bjr which superstition 
has been weakened, and the civilisation of Europe 
secured. Without, however, discussing that subject, 1 
will now endeavour to show how the policy of Richelieu, 

‘(2 Ui* Vaughan {Protectorate of Cromivdl^ vol. i. p. 104) says : 
“It is a loading faotj also, in the history of modern Europe, 
that, from the 'peace of Westphalia, in 1648, religion, as the 
great object of negotiation, began evei-y where to give place to 
<juostion.s relating to colonies and commerce.” Charles Butler 
observed, that this treaty “ considerably lessoned tho influence 
of religion on politics,” Butler’s Renti/iiscewes, vol. i. p. 181. 

^3 The fact of the Thirty Years’ War being a religious con- 
test, formed the basis of one of the charges which the church- 
party brought against Eichelien. 
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iu regard to the Fi'cnch Protestant Churchy corre- 
sponded with his policy in regard to tlie French 
Catholic Church ; so that;, in both departments, this 
g'l’eat statesman, aided by that progress of kiiowicdge 
for whicii his age was remarkable, was able to struggle 
with prejudices from which men, slowly, and with 
infinite <lifficulty, were attempting to emerge. 

I'lie treatment of tiie French Protestants by ilic.heiieii, 
is, undoubtedly, one of the most honourable parts of his 
system ; and in it, as in other liberal measures, he was 
assisted by the course of preceding events. His 
administration, taken in connection with th.at of 
Htmry IV, and the queen-regent, presents the noble 
spectacle of a toleration far more complete than any 
which had then been seen in Catholic Europe. ^V’'hile 
in other Christian countries, men were being inces- 
s.antly persecuted, simply because they held opinions 
different from those professed by the established clergy, 
France refused to follow the general example, and pro- 
tected those heretics whom the church was eager to 
punish. Indeed, not only were they protected, but, 
when they possessed abilities, they were openly 
rewiirded. In addition to their appointments to civil 
offices, many of them were advanced to high military 
posts; and Europe beheld, with astonishment, the 
armies of the king of France led by heretical generals. 
Rohan, Lesdiguieres, Chatillon, La Force, Bernard de 
Weimar, w'ei’e among the most celebrated of the 
military leaders employed by Louis XIII. ; and all of 
them were Protestants, as also were some younger, but 
distinguished, officers, such as Gassion, Rantzau, 
Schomherg, and Tureune. For now, nothing was 
hojmnd the reach of men who, half a century earlier, 
would, on account of their heresies, have been perse- 
cuted to the death. Shortly before the accession of Louis 
Xill., Lesdiguieres, the ablest general among the 
French Protestants, was made marshal of France.'^ 
According to a contemporary, he received this appointment 
williout having asked for it ; “ Kins Stre a la cour ni I’avoir 
demands.” 3/^. de Fontemy Mareuil, vol. i. p. 70. In 1622, 
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Fourteen years lately the same high dignity was con- 
ferred upon two other Protestants, Chatillon and L?i 
Force ,* the former of whom is said to have been the 
most iidlueutial of the schismatics. Both these 
appointments were in lf>22 ; and, iu 1034, still greater 
scandal ivas caused hy the elevation of iSullyj who, 
notwithstanding his notorious heresy, also received the 
staff of marshal of France. 'Plus was the work of 
Richelieu, and it gave serious offence to the friends of 
the church ; but the great statesman paid so little 
attention to their clamour, that, after the civil war was 
concluded, he took another step equally obnoxious. 
The Duke de Rohan was the most active of all the 
enemies of the established church, and was looked up 
to by the Protestants as the main support of their 
party. He had taken up arms in their favour, and, 
declining to abandon his religion, had, by the fate of 
war, been driven from France. But Richelieu, who 
was acquainted with liis ability, cared little about his 
opinions. He, therefore, recalled him from exile, 
employed him in a negotiation with Switzerland, and 
sent him on foreign service, as commander of one of 
the armie.9 of the king of France.*® 

Such were the tendencies which characterised this 
new' state of things. It is hardly necessary to observe 
Iiow' beneficial this great change must have been ; since, 
by it, men were encouraged to look to their country as 
the first consideration, and, diswirding their old dis- 
putes, Catholic soldiers were taught to obey heretical 
generals, and follow their standards to victory. In 
addition to this, the mere social amalgamation, arising 
from the professors of different creeds mixing iii the 
'-ame camp, and fighting under the same banner, must 

ovon the lieutenants of Lesdiguibres were Protestants : “ ses 
lieutenants, qui estant tous huguenots.” Ibid. vo'. i. p. 5SS. 
'J’Jiese inemoii's aro very valuable in regard to political and 
niiiitary niiitters ; their author having played a conspicvious 
piirt in the transactions which he desetibea, 

^5 This great rise in the fortunes of Bohan took place at 
different times between 1632 and 1635. 
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liavti still further aided, to disarm the miiu'!, partly by 
merg-ing theological feuds in a common, and yet a 
temporal, object, and partly by showing to each .sect, 
that their religious opponents were not entirely bereft 
of human virtue ; that they still .retained some of the 
qualities of men ; and that it was even possible to com- 
bine the errors of heresy with all the capabilities of a 
good and competent citizen. 

But, while the liateful animosities by which France 
had long been distracted, were, under the policy of 
Richelieu, gradually subsiding, it is singular to observe 
that, though the prejudices of the Catholics obviously 
diminished, tliose of the Protestants seemed, for a 
time, to retain all their activity. It is, indeed, a 
striking proof of the perversity and pertinacity of such 
feelings, that it was precisely in the country, and at 
the period, when tlie Protestants were best treated, 
that they displayed most turbulence. And, in this, as 
in all such cases, the cause principally at work was 
the influence of that class to \vhich circumstances, I 
will now explain, had secured a temporary ascendency. 

For, the diminution of the theological spirit had 
effected in the Protestants a remarkable but a very 
natural result. 'I'he increasing toleration of the 
French government had laid open to their leaders 
prizes which before they could never have obtained. 
As long as all offices were refused to the Protestant 
nobles, it was natural that they should cling with the 
greater zeal to their own party, by whom alone their 
virtues were acknowledged. But, when the principle 
was once recognised, that the state would i*eward men 
for their abilities, without regard to their religion, 
there was inti'oduced into every sect a new element of 
discord. The leaders of the Reformers could not fail 
to feel some gratitude, or, at all events, som«i interest 
for the government which employed them ; and the 
influence of temporal considerations being thus 
strengthened, the influence of religiou.s ties must 
have been weakened. It is impossible that opposite 
feelings should be paramount, at the same moment, in 
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tlie sanit', niiiul. Tlie further men extend their view, 
the less they care for each of the defciils of which the 
view is eoiiipused. Patriotism is a corrective of super- 
stilioa ; and the ixiore we feel for our country, the less 
f we feel for our sect. Thus it is, that iu the progress of 
' civilization, the scope of the intellect is widened ; its 
horizon is enhirged ; its sympathies are multiplied ; 
and, as the range of its excursions is increased, the 
teaa<^ity of its grasp is slackened, until, at length, it 
begins to perceive that the infinite variety of cirourn- 
I stances necessarily causes an infinite variety of 

f opinions ; that a creed, %vhicli is good and natural for 

one man, may be bad and unnatural for another ; and 
that, so far from interfering with the march of religious 
conviction.®, we should be content to look into our- 
selves, search our own hearts, purge our own souls, 

I soften the evil of our own jpassions, and extirpate that 
insolent and intolerant spirit, which is at once the 
I cause and the effect of all theological controversy. 

It %vas in this direction, that a prodigious step was 
taken by the French, in the first half of the seventeenth 
century. Unfortunately, however, the advantages 
' which arose were accompanied hy serious drawbacks. 
From the introduction of temporal cmaaiderations 
among the Protestent leaders, there occurred two 
i' results of considerable importance. The first result 
I ■was, that many of the Protestants changed their 

j religion. Before the edict of Nantes, they had been 

constantly persecuted, and had, as constantly, in- 
creased. But, under the tolerant policy of Henry IV. 
and Louis XJII., they continued to diimuish.'*^® In- 
deed, this ^vas the natui*al consequence of the growth 

In spite of the increase of population, tho Protestants 
<liuiiui.shed absolutely, as well as relatively to the Catholics. 
In 159(3 they liad 7C0 churches; iu 1619 only 700. SmedUy’s 
Hist, of the' liefurmed lieliyion in France,, vol. iii. pp. 46^ 145; 
Be Thou, in tho preface to his History (voh i, p. 3‘20), observes, 
that the Protestants had increased during tho wars carried on 
against them, but “ diminuoiont en noinbre et en credit 
pendant la paix. ” - ^ 

ri c 
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of that secular spirit which, in every country, has 
assuaged religious animosities. For, by the action of 
that spirit, the influence of social and political %de.\vs 
began to outweigh those theological views to which the 
minds of men had long been confined. As the.se. 
temporal ties increased in strength, there was, of 
coin-so, generated among the rival factions an increased 
tejidency to assimilate ; while, as the Catholics were 
not only much more numerous, but, in every respect, 
more infiuentiai, than their opponents, they reaped the 
benefit of this movement, and gradually drew over to 
their side many of their former enemies. That this 
absorption of the smaller sect into the larger, is due to 
the cause I have mentioned, is rendered still more 
evident by the interesting fact, that the change began 
among the heads of the party ; and that it was not the 
inferior Protestants who first abandoned their leaders, 
but it was ratlxer the leaders who deserted their fol- 
lowers. This was because the leaders, being more 
educated than the great body of the people, were more 
susceptible to the sceptical movement, and therefore 
set the example of an indifference to disputes which 
still engrossed the popular mind. As soon as this 
indifference had reached a certain point, the attractioixs 
offered by the conciliating policy of Louis XIII. became 
irresistible ; and the Protestant nobles, in particular, 
being most exposed to political temptations, began to 
alienate themselves from their own party, in order to 
form an alliance with a court which showed itself ready 
to reward their merits. 

It is, of course, impossible to fix the exact period at 
which this important change took place. But we may 
say with certainty, that very early in the reign of 
Louis XIII. many of the Protestant nobles cared 
nothing for their religion, while the remainder of 
them ceased to feel that interest in it which they had 
formerly expressed. Indeed, some of the most eminent 

•1' W , Ranke has noticed how the French Protestant nobles 
fell off from their party ; but he does not seem aware of the 
remote causes of what he deems a sudden apostasy. 
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of them openly abandoned their creed, and joined that 
very church which they had been taught to ahlior as 
the man oi’ siu and the whore of Babylon, Tine Duke 
de Losdig-uicres, the greatest of all the Protestant 
generals, i)ecame a CatlnoHc, and, as a reward for his 
c'onvei’sioii, was made cou.stJ».hlG of France. Tlie Duke 
de la 'rremouille adopted the same course ; as also did 
tlie Duke do la Meilleraye, the Duke de Ikmilkm, and 
a lew years later the Marquis de Montiiusier. dliese 
, illustrious nohles were among the most powerful of the 
members of tlie Reformed communion ; but they quitted 
it without compunction, sacrificing their old associa- 
tions in favour of the opinions professed by the state. 
Among the other men of high rank, who still remained 
nominally connected with the French Protestants, we 
find a similar spirit. find them lukewarm respect- 
ing matters, for which, if they had been born fifty years 
earlier, they would have laid down their lives. The 
Marechal de Bouillon, who profe-ssed himself to be a 
Protestant, was unwilling to change his religion ; but 
he so comported himself as to show that he considered 
its interests as subordinate to political considerations.*'^ 
A similar remark has been made by the French his-' 
torians concerning the Duke de Sully and the Marquis- 
1 de Chatillon, both of whom, though they were members 

of the Reformed church, displayed a marked indiffer- 
ence to those theological intez*ests which had formerly 
been objects of supreme importance.*® I'he result was, 
that wdien, in 1621, the Protestants began their civil 
war against the government, it \vas found that of all 
their great leaders, two only, Rohan and his brother- 

“ Mettoit la politiquo avant la roiigiou.”, Sismondi, If Lit. 
des Franr^ak, vol. xzii. p. 2(54. Tliis was Henry Bouillon, whom 
some writers have confused with Frederick Bouillon. Both, of 
them wore dukes ; hut Henry, who was the father, and who- 
j did not aotaally change his religion, w’as the raarshal. 

I ’ Sully advised Henry IV., on mere political considerations, 

to become a Catholic ; iind thoi’o ivere strong, but 1. believe, 
unfounded rumours, that he himself intended taking tho sarny- 
cour-sie. See Sull)/, (licotiomies lioyales, vol. ii- p. 81, vol. viL.. 
j pp. 362, 363. 
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Soubise, were prepared to i‘isk tbeir lives in support of 
their relig’ion.''''^ 

Thus it waSj that the first great consequence of the 
tolerating- policy of the French government was to 
deprive the Protestants of the support of their former 
leaders^ and, in several instances, even to turn their 
sympathies on tlie side of the Catholic church. But 
the other consequence, to which 1 have alluded, was 
one of far greater moment. 'J’he growing indifiercnce 
of the higher classes of Protestants threw the manage- 
ment of their party into the hands of the clergy, llie 
post, which was deserted by the secular leaders, was 
naturally seized by the spiritual leaders. And as, in 
every sect, the clergy, as a body, have always been 
remarkable for their intolerance of opinions different 
to their own, it followed, that this change infused into 
the now mutilated ranks of the Protestants an acrimony 
not inferior to that of the worst times of the si-icteenth 
century. Hence it was, that by a singular, but per- 
fectly natural combination, the Protestants, who 
|>rofessed to take their stand on the right of private 
judgment, became, early in the seventeenth century, 
more intolerant than the Catholics, who based their 
religion on the dictates of an infallible church. 

This is one of the many instances, which show how 
superficial is the opinion of those speculative xvriters, 
who believe tliat the Protestant religion is necessarily 
more liberal than the Catholic. If those who adopt 

» “Thex-e woro, among all the leaders, but tlio Puke de 
Rohan xxnd his brother the Puke de Soubise, who showed 
themselves disposed to throw their^whole fortunes into the new 
wars of religion.” Fdwe’s Hist "of the Protestants of Frcmre. 
p. 241. For this, M. Felice, as usual, quotes no authoi’ity ; bxxt 
Rohan himself says; '‘C’est ce qui s’est passd en catte seeoudo 
guerre (1626), oh Rohan et Soubise ont eu pour contraires tons 
les grands de la religion de France." Mem. de Itohtai, vol. i. 
p. 278. Rohan claims great merit for his religious sincerity ; 
though, from a passage in M^m. de Foiitenay Mareuil, vol." 1. 
p. 418, and another in Benaist, Hist, de V tidit de Nantes, 
vol. ii. p. 178, one may be allowed to doubt if ho xvere so single- 
'.minded asis commonly supposed. 
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tliiti view h:ul taken the pains to study the history of 
Europe in its original sonrces, they would have learned, 
that the liberalit)’’ of c^'ery sect depends, not at all on 
its avorvcd tenets, but on the circuinstences in which it 
is placed, and on the amount of authority possessed by 
its [)riest]iood. The Froteshint religion is, for tiic most 
part, more tolerant than tlie Catholic, simply because 
the events which have given rise to Protestantism have at 
the same time increased the play of the intellect, and 
therefore, lessened the pow'er of the clergy. But 
whoever has read the works of the great Calvinist 
divine.s, and, above all, wlioever has studied their 
hi, story, must know, that in the sixteenth aixd seven- 
teenth centurie-s, the de,sire of persecuting their 
opponents hnrut as hotly among them, as it did among 
any of the Catholics even in the worst days of the 
papal dominion. This is a mere matter d£ foot, of 
which any one may satisfy himself, by consulting the 
original documents of those times. And even now, 
there is more superstition, more bigotry, and less of 
tine charity of real religion, among the lower order of 
Scotch Protestants, tiian there is among the lower 
order of French Catholics. Yet, for one intolerant 
passage in Protestant theology, it would be easy to 

S Kjinfc'' out twenty in Catholic 'theology. The truth, 
imvever, is, that the actions of men are governed, not 
by dogmas, and text-books, and rubrics, hut by the 
o}jinious and habits of their contemporaries, by the 
gc.ueral spii’it of their age, and by the ciiaracter of 
those classes who are in the ascendant. This seems to 
be tbc oi'igiu of that difference between religious theory 
and religious pnictice, of which theologians greatly 
complain, as a stumbling-block and an evil. For, 
religious tiieories being preserved in books, in a 
doctrinal and dogmatic form, remain a perpetual 
witness, and, therefore, cannot he changed without 
incurring the obvious charge of incon.eisteucy, or of 
heresy. But the practical part of every religion, its 
rnorai, political, and social workings, embrace such an 
immense vai-iety of interests, and have to do with such. 
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complicatefl and shifting agencies, that it is hopeless 
to fix them by formularies : they, even in the most 
rigid systems, are left, in a great measure, to private 
discretion ; and, being almost entirely iznwritten, they 
lack those precautions by which the permanence of 
dogmas is effectually secured, “ Hence it is, that 
wliile the religious doctrines professed by a people in 
their national creed are no criterion of their civiliza- 
tion, their religious practice is, on the other hand, so 
pliant, and so capable of adaptation to social wants, 
that it forms one of tiie best standards by which the 
spirit of any age can be measured. 

It is on account of these things, that we ought not 
to be surprised that, during many years, the French 
Protestants, who affected to appeal to the right of 
private judgment, were more intolerant of the exercise 
of that judgment by their adversaries than were the 
Catholics ; although the Catholics, by recognizing an 
infallible church, ought, in consistency, to be super- 
stitious, and may be said to inherit intolerance as their 
natural birthright, Thus, while the Catholics wore 
theoretically more bigoted thau the Protestants, the 

® The Church of Roma has always seen this, and on that 
account hjis been, and still is, very pliant in regard to morals, 
and very inflexible in regard to dogmas ; a striking proof of 
the great sagacity with which her affairs are administered. 
In Bldnco Whitt^s Mndmce against Catholicism, p. 48, and in 
Pan-’s Works, vol._ vii, pp, 454, 455, there is an unfavourable 
and, indeed, an unjust notice of this peculiarity, which, though 
strongly marked in the Romish Church, is by no mean.? confined 
to it, hut is found in every religious soot which is regularly 
organized, Locke, in his Letters on Toleration, observes, that 
the clergy are naturally naore eager against error than agaiiifst 
vice ( Woi-h, vel. v, pp, 8, 7, 241) ; and their preference of 
dognias to moral truths is also mentioned by M, C, Comte, 
Traiti de LS^islaU, vol. L p. 246 ; and i.s alluded to by Kant in 
his comparison of “ ein moralischer Katechismus ” with a 
“Religionskatechismus,” Pie Metaphysik der Sitien [Ethische. 
Methodenlehre), in Kants Werkx, vol, v. p. 321, 

sa Blanco White {Ee^Lence against Ccaholicistn, p, vi.) harshly 
says, “sincere Roman Catholics cannot conscientiously be 
tolerant.” But he is certainly mistaken ; for the question is 
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Protestants beca;iie practically more bigoted th.aa the 
Catliolics, Hie Protestiiuta continued to insist upon 
that riglit of private judgment in. religion^ which the 
Catholics continued to deny. Yet, such was the force 
of circiiinstances, that each sect, in its practice, con- 
tradicted its own dogma, and acted as if it had 
embraced the dogma of its oiiponents. The cause of 
this change was very simide. Among the Erench, the 
theological spirit, as we have already seen, was 
decaying ; and the decline of the influence of the 
clergy was, as invariably happens, accompanied by an 
increase of toleration. Rut, among the French Pro- 
testants, this partial diminution of the theological 
spirit had produced different consequences ; because it 
had brought about a change of leaders, which threw 
the command into the hands of the clergy, and, by 
increasing their power, provoked a reaction, and re- 
vived those very feelings to the decay of which the 
reaction owed its origin. This seems to explain how 
it is, that a religion, which is not protected by the 
Government, usually displays greater energy and 
greater vitality than one which is so protected. In 
the progress of society, the theological spirit first 
declines among the most educated classes ; and then it 
is that the Government can step in, as it doe.s in 
England, and, controlling the clei'gy, make the church 
a creature of the State ; thus weakening the ecclesi- 
astical element by tempering it with se<5ular considera- 
tions. But, when the State refuses to do this, the reins 
of power, as they fall from the hands of the upper 
classes, are seized by the clergy, and there arises a 
state of things of which the French Protestants in the 
seventeenth century, and the Irish Catholics in our own 
time, form the best illustration. In such cases, it will 
always happen, that the religion which is tolerated by . 
the Government, though not fully recognised by it, 
will the longest retain its vitality ; because its priest- 
one, not of sincerity, but of consistency. A sincere Roman 
Catholic may be, and often is, conscientiously tolerant; a con- 
siatont Roman Catholic, never. 
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hood, neglected by the state, must cling the closer to 
the people, in whom alone is the source of their 
power.®'’ On the other hand, in a religion which is 
favoured and richly endowed by the state, the union 
between the priesthood and inferior laity \vill be less 
ijitimate ; the clergy will look to the government as 
well as to the people ; and tlie interference of political 
views, of considerations of temporal expediency, and, 
if it may be added without irreverence, the hope.s of 
])romotion, will secularize the eccle.siastica] spirit,'’’^ and, 
according to the pz-occss I have already traced, will thus 
hasten the march of toleration. 

I’lmse generalizations, which account for a great part 
of the present superstition of the Irish Catholics, will 
aLso account for the former superstition of the French 
Protestants. In both cases, the government, disdain- 
ing the supervision of an lieretical religion, allow’ed 
supreme authority to fall into the hands of the 
priesthood, who stimulated the bigotry of men, and 
encouraged them in a hatred of their opponents. What 
the I’esults of this are in Ireland is best known to those 
of our statesmen, who, with unusual candour, have 
declared Ireland to he their greatest difficulty. What 
the results were in France we will now endeavour to 
ascertain. 

The conciliating spirit of the French government 
having drawn over to its side some of the most eminent 

S3 We also see this very clearly in England, where the dis- 
senting clergy have much more influence among their hearers 
than the clergy of the Establishment have among theirs. This 
has often been noticed by imp,artial observers, and we are now 
possessed of statistical proof that “the great body of Pro- 
testant di.sseniera are more tissiduous ” in attending religioxis 
woi-ship than churchmen are. 

34 Respecting tho working of this in England, there are 
some shrewd romarks made by Le Blanc in his Leitres d’un 
Fran^ais, vol. i. pp. 267,. 268 ; which may be compared with 
Lord Holland’s Mem. of the Whig Party ^ vol. ii. p. 2,58, where 
it is suggessted, that in the case of complete emancipation of 
the C1atholic.s, “ eligibility to worldly honours and profits 'would 
somewhat abate the fever of religious zeal.” 
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of the Frencli Protestants, and having disarmoO. bhe 
liostility of others, the leadership of the party fell, as 
we have already seen, into the hands of those inferior 
lu.en, who displayed in their new position the iutoler- 
fincc charaideristic of their order. Without pretending 
to wi’ite a history of the odious feuds that now aro.SG, 

1 will lay before the reader some evidence of their 
increasing bitterness ; and I will point out a few of the 
steps by which the angry feelings of religions contro- 
ve.r.sy became so inflamed, that at length they kindled 
a civil war, which notiung but the improved temper of 
tlie Catholics prevented from being' as sanguinary as 
were the horrible struggles of the .sixteenth century. 
I’or, when the French Protestants became governed by 
men whose professional habits made them consider 
heresy to be the greatest of crimes, there naturally 
sprung up a missionary and proselytizing spirit, which 
induced them to interfere with the religion of the 
Catholics, and, under the old pretence of turning them 
from the error of their ways, revived those animosities 
which the progress of knowledge tended to appease. 
And as, under such guidance, these feelings quickly 
increased, the Protestants soon learnt to despise that 
great Edict of Nantes, by which their liberties were 
secured ; and they embarked in a dangerous contest, 
in which their object was, not to protect their own 
religion, hut to weaken the religion of that very paz'ty 
to Whom they owed a toleration, which had been 
reluctantly conceded by the prejutlices of the age. 

Jt was stipulated, in the edict of Nantes, that tlie 
Protestants should enjoy the full exercise of their re- 
ligion ; and this right they continued to possess until 
the reign of Louis XIV, To this there were added 
several other privileges, such, as no Catholic govern- 
ment, except tliat of France, would then have granted 
to its heretical subjects. But these things did xxot 
satisfy the desires of the Protestant clergy. They 
xvere xxot content to exercise their own religion, unless 
they could also trouble the religion of otiiers- llieir 
first step was, to call upon the government to limit the 
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E formance of those i*ites which the French Catholics 
long revered as emblems of the national faith. 
For this purpose, directly after the death of Henry 
IV., they held a great assembly at Saumur, in which 
they formally demanded that no Catholic processions 
should be allowed in any town, place, or castle, occu- 
pied by the Protestants. As the government did not 
seem inclined to countenance this monstrous preten- 
sion, the.se intolerant sectaries took the law into their 
own hands. They not only attacked the Catholic 
processions wherever they met them, hut they sub- 
jected the priests to personal insults, and ei-^en endea- 
voured to prevent them from administering tlie 
sacrament to the sick. If a Catholic clergyman was 
engaged in burying the dead, the I’rotestants were 
sure to be present, interrupting the funeral, turning 
the ceremonies into ridicule, and attempting, by their 
clamour, to deaden the voice of the minister, so that 
the service performed in the church should not be 
heard. Nor did they always confine themselves even 
to .such demonstrations as these. For, certain towns 
having been, perhaps imprudently, placed under their 
control, they exercised their authority in them with 
the most wanton insolence. At La Rochelle, which 
for importance was the second city in the kingdom, 
they would not pei-mit the Catholics to have even a 
single church in which to celebrate ivhat for centuries 
had been the sole religion of France, and was still the 
religion of an enormous majority of Frenclimen. 'I'hi.s, 
however, only formed part of a system, by which the 
Protestant clergy hoped to trample on the rights of 
their fellow-subjects. In 1619, they ordered in their 
general assembly at Loudun, that in none of the 
Protestant towns should there he a sermon preached 
by a Jesuit, or indeed by any ecclesiastical person 
commissioned by a bishop. In another assembly, 
they forbade any Protestant even to be present at a 
baptism, or at a marriage, or at a funeral, if the cere- 
mony was performed by a Catholic priest. And, as if 
to cut off all hope of reconciliation, they not only vehe- 
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inoiitly opposed those intermarriages between the tTum 
parties, by which, in every Christian country, religious 
aniiuosities have been softened, but they publicly de- 
clared, that they would withhold the sacrament from 
any parents wliose cltildren were married into a Catho- 
lic himily. Not, however, to accumulate umiecessary 
evidence, there is one other circumstance worth re- 
lating, as a proof of the spirit with which these and 
similar regulations were enforced. When Louis XIIL, 
in 1020, visited Pau, he was not only treated with 
indignity, as being an heretical prince, hut he found 
that the Protestants had not left him a single church, 
not one place, in which the king of Franco, in his own 
territory, could perform tliose devotions which he 
believed necessary for his future salvation. 

This was the way in which the French Protestants, 
influenced by their new leaders, treated the first 
Catholic government which abstained from persecuting 
them ; the first w-hich not only allowed them the free 
exercise of their religion, but even advanced many of 
them to offices of trust and of honour.®® All this, 
hovt'ever, was only of a piece with the rest of their 
conduct. They, who in numbers and in intellect 
formed a miserable minority of the French nation, 
claimed a power wdiich the majority had abandoned, 
and refused to concede to others the toleration they 
themselves enjoyed. Several persons, who had joined 
their party, now quitted it, and returned to the 
Catholic Church ; hut for exercising this undoubted 
right, they were insulted by the Protestant clergy in 
the grossest manner, with every term of opprobrium 
and abuse.®*’ For those who resisted their authority, 
no treatment was considered too severe. In 1612, 
Ferrier, a man of some reputation in his own day, 

55 In 1625, Howell writes that the Protestants had put up an 
inscription on the gates of Montauhan, “Boy sans foy, viUe 
sans pour.” Howell’s Le.tf.ers, 

56 Somotitnes they wore called dogs returning to the vomit of 
popery ; sometimes they were swine wallowing in the^miro of 
idolatry, (pick’s Synodicon in Gallia, vol. i. pp. 385, 398. 
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hiiving disobeyed their injunctions, was ordered to 
appear before one of their synods. The gist of his 
oitence was, that he had spoken contemptuously of 
ecclesiastical assemblies ; and to this there wore, of 
coui’se, added those accusations against his moral 
eouductj with which theologians often attempt to 
blacken tlie character of their opponents."'^ Readers of 
ecclesiastical history are too familiar with such charges 
to attach any importance to them ; but as, in this case, 
the accused was tried by men, who were at once his 
prosecutors, his enemies, and his judges, the result was 
easy to anticipate. In 1613 Ferrier was excomm unicated, 
and the excommunication \ra.s publicly proclaimed in 
tlie church of Nimes. In this sentence, which is still 
c.xtant, he is declai'ed by the clergy to be '"a scandalous 
man, a person incorrigible, impenitent, and ungovern- 
able.^^ We, therefore, they add, “ in the name and 
poorer of our Lord Jesus Christ, by the conduct of the 
Iloly Ghost, and with authority from tlie church, have 
cast, and do now cast and throw him out of the society 
of the faithful, that he may be delivered up luito Satan." 

That he may be delivered up unto Satan! This 
was the penalty which a handful of clergymen, in a 
corner of France, thought they could inflict on a man 
who dared to despise their authority. In our time 
such an anathema would only excite derision but, 
early in the seventeenth century, the open promul- 
gation of it was enough to ruin any private person 
against whom it might he directed. And they whose 

It is observable, that on the first occasion [Qimh's 
Siinodicou, vol. i. p. 3C2) nothing is said of Ferrier’s immo- 
rality ; and on the next occasion (p. 449) the synod complains, 
among other things, that “ he hath most licentiously inveighed 
against, and satirically lampooned, the ecclesiastical assemblies,” 

The notion of theologians respecting excommunication 
may be seen in. Mr Palmer’s entertaining book, Treatise, on the 
Church, vol. i. pp, 64-67, voL ii, pp. 299, 300 ; but the opinions 
of this engaging writer should be contrasted with the indignant 
language of Vattel, le Droit des Gem, vol. i, pp, 177, 178. Jn 
England, the terrors of excommunication fell into contempt 
towards the end of the seventeenth century. 
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studiefs liav(3 enabled them to take the measure of the 
ecclesiastical spirit, will easily believe that, iu that 
age, the threat did not remain a dead letter. The 
people, inflamed by theii* clergy, rose against Ferricr, 
attacked his family, destroyed his property, sacked and 
gutted his houses, and demanded with loud cries, that 
the “ traitor Judas’^ should be given up to them. The 
unhappy man, with the greatest difficulty, effected his 
escape ; bub tiiough he saved his life by flying in the 
dead of the night, he was obliged to abandon for ever bis 
native to%vn, as he dared not return to u place where he 
had provoked so active and so implacable a party. 

In to other matters, and even into those connected with 
the ordinary functions of government, the ProtesUmts 
carried the same spirit. Although they formed so small 
a section of the people, they attempted to control the 
administration of the crown, and, by the use of threats, 
ttirn all its acts to their own favour. They would not 
allowthe state to determine what ecclesiastical councils it 
should recognise ; they would not ev.eu permit the king 
to choose his own wife. In 1015, without the least 
pretence of complaint, they assembled iu large number's 
at Grenoble and at Nimes. The deputies of Grenoble 
insisted that government should refuse to acknowledge 
the Council of Trent ; and both assemblies ordered 
that the Protestants should prevent the marriage of 
Louis XIII. with a Spanish princess.® They laid 
similar claims to interfere with the disposal of civil and 
military offices. Shortly after the. death of Henry IV, , 
they, iu an as.seinhl)’' at Sauinur, insisted that Sully 
should 1>e restored to some posts from which, in their 
oiiiiiion, lie had been unjustly removed. In 16ly, 
another of their assemblies at Loudun declared, that as 
one of the Protestant councillors of the paidiament of 
Paris had become a Catholic, he must he dismissed ; 
and they demanded that, for the same reason, the 
government of Lectoure should he taken from Fon- 

The eoiiaequerico waa, that tho king was obliged to send a 
powerful osoort to protect his bride against his Protestant sub- 
;■ jeets. 
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trailles, he also having adopted the not infrequent 
example of abandoning his sect in order to adopt a 
creed sanctioned by the state. 

By way of aiding all this, and with the view of ex- 
asperating still further religious animosities, the princi- 
pal Protestant clergy put forth a series of works, 
which, for bitterness of feeling, have hardly ever been 
equalled, and wdiich it would certainly be impossible bo 
surpass. The intense hatred with which they regarded 
their Catholic countrymen, can only be fully estimated 
by those who have looked into the pamphlets written 
by the French Protestants during the hrst half of the 
seventeenth century, or who have read the laboured 
and formal treatises of such men as Chamier, Drelin- 
court, Moulin, Thomson, and Vignier. Without, 
however, pausing on these, it will perhaps be thought 
sufficient if, for the sake of brevity, I follow the mere 
outline of political events. Great numbers of the Pro- 
testants had joined in the rebellion which, in 1615, was 
raised by (loiule and, although they were then easily 
defeated, they seemed bent on trying the issue of a fresh 
struggle. In Be'arn, where they were unusually nume- 
rous,'’^ they, even during the reign of Henry IV., had 
1 ‘efused to tolerate the Catholic religion; their 
fanatical clergy,” says the historian of France, de- 
claring that it would be a crime to permit the idolatry 
of the mass.” This charitable maxim they for many 
years actively enforced, seizing the property of the 
Catholic clergy, and employing it in support of theii' 

*0 Basin, Hist, dt Louis XIII., vol. i. p. 381. Sismondi 
[Uist. dfs Fran^ais, vol. xxii. p. 349) says that thay had no 
good reason for this ; and it is certain that their privileges, so 
far from being diminished since the 'Edict of Nantes, had been 
confirmed and extended. 

81 M. Felice (IJist. of the Protestants of France, p, 237), says 
of Lower Navarre and B<}ani, in 1617 : “Throe-fourths of tho 
j)opulat{on, some say nine-tenths, belonged to the reformed 
communion.” This is perhaps over-ostimated ; but we know', 
from De Thou, that they formed a majority in Bearn in 1566 ; 
“Los Protestans y fussant en plus grand iiombro que les 
Catholiques. ” 
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own di arches ; so that, while in one part of the 
dominions of the king of Phance the Protestants were 
allowed to exercise their religionj they, in another 
part of his dominions, prevented the Catholics from 
exercising theirs. It was hardly to be expected that 
any government would suffer such an anomaly as this : 
and, in ldl8, it was ordered that the Protestants should 
restore the plunder, and reinstate the Catholics in their 
former possessions. But the reformed clergy, alarmed 
at so sacrilegious a proposal, appointed a public fast, 
and inspiriting the people to resistance, forced the 
royal commissioner to fly from Pan, where he had 
arrived in the hope of effecting a peaceful adjustment 
of the claims of the rival parties. 

The rebellion, thus raised by the zeal of the 
Protestants, was soon put down ; but, according to 
the confession of Rohan, one of the ablest of their 
leaders, it was the beginning of all their misfortunes. 
The sword had now been drawn ; and the only question 
to be decided was, whether l<Vance should be governed 
according to the principles of toleration recently estab- 
lished, or according to the maxims of a despotic sect, 
which, while professing to advocate the right of private 
judgment, was acting in a way that rendered all private, 
judgment impossible. 

Scarcely was the war in Bearn brought to an end, 
when the Protestants determined on making a great 
effort in the west of France. The seat of this new 
struggle was Rochelle, which was one of the strongest 
fortresses in Europe, and was entirely in tlie hands of 
the Protestants,**^ who had grown wealthy, partly 
by their own industry, and partly by following the 
occupation of public pirates. In, this city, w'hich they 
believed to be impregnable, they, in December 1B20, 
held a Great Assembly, to which their spiritual chiefs 
flocked from all parts of France. It was soon evident 
that their par ty was now governed by men who were 
Their first cshurcli was established in 1556 i^Iianheh QivU 
TTfti’.? i,i Franca, vol. i, p. 360); but, by the reig-n of Charles 
JX. the majority of the inhabitants were Protestants. 
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bent on the most violent measures. Their great secnlar 
leaders were, as we have already seen, gradually falling 
olF ; and, by this time, there only remained two of much 
ability, Rohan and Moruay, both of whom saw tlie in- 
expediency of their proceedings, and desired that the 
assembly should peaceably separate. But the authority 
of the clergy was irresistible ; and, by their prayers 
and exhortations, they easily gained over the ordinary 
citizens, who were then a gross and uneducated body. 
Under their indnence, the assembly adopted a course 
which rendered civil war inevitable. Their first act 
was an edict, by which they at once confiscated all the 
property belonging to Catholic churches. Tiiey then 
caused a great seal to be struck ; under the authority 
of which they ordered that the people should he armed, 
and taxes collected from them for the purpose of de- 
fending their religion. Finally, they drew' up the 
regulations, and organised the establishment, of what 
they called the Reformed Churches of France and of 
Bearn ; and, with a view to facilitate the e.xercise of 
their spiritual jurisdiction, they parcelled out Prance 
into eight circles, to each of which there xvus allotted 
a separate general ; who, however, wms to he accom- 
panied by a clergyman, since the administration, in all 
its parts, w-as held responsible to that ecclesiastical 
assembly wdiich called it into existence. 

Such were the forms and pomp of authority assumed 
by the spiritual leaders of the French Protestants ; men 
by nature destined to obscurity, and wdiose abilities 
were so despicable, that, notwithstanding their tem- 
porary importance, they have left no name in liistory. 
'I’hcse insignificant priests, who, at the best, were only 
fit to mount the pulpit of a country village, now arro- 
gated to themselves the right of ordering the aifairs of 
France, imposing taxe.s upon Frenchmen, confiscating 
property, raising troops, levying war ; and all this for 
the sake of projpagating a creed, wJiich was scouted by 
the country at large as a foul and mischievous heresy. 

In the face of these inordinate pretensions, it was 
evident that the French government had no choice, 


yfXl’KENTH TO EIGHTEENTH dMURY 49 


excqsl, to txUdicate its functions, or else take arms in 
its own defence.® Whatever may bo the popular 
notio.u respcctinj? the necessary intolerance of the 
Catholics, it is au indisputable fiiet, that, early in the 
seventeenth century, they di.splayed in France, a spirit 
of forbearance, and a Ciliristiari chai'ity, to which the 
Protestants conld make no pretence. During the 
twonty-two yefxrs whicli elap.sed lietween the Edict of 
Nantes and the iVsseinbly of Rochelle, the government, 
notwithstanding repeated provocation, s, never attacked 
the I’rotestants ; nor did they make any attempt to 
destroy the privileges of a sect, ^v^ncll they were bound 
to consider lieretical, and the extirp.‘ition of which, 
had been deemed hy their fathers to be one of the fir.st 
duties of a Christian statesman. 

The war that now broke out lasted seven years, and 
was uninterrupted, except by the short peace, first of 
Montpelier, and afterwards of Rochelle ; neither of 
which, however, was very strictly preserved. But the 
difference in the views and intention.s of the two partie.s, 
corresponded to the difference between tlie classes 
which governed them. The Protestants, being in- 
fluenced mainly by the clergy, made their object 
religious domination. The Catholics, being led by 
statesmen, aimed at temporal advantage.s. Thus it 
was, that circumstances had, in France, so completely 
obliterated the original tendency of these two great 
sects, that by a singular metamorphosis, the secular 
principle was now represented by the Catholics, and 
the tiieological principle by the Protestairis. The 
authority of the clergy, and therefore the interests of 
superstition, were upheld by that very party which, 
owed its origin to the diminution of both ; they were, 
on the other hand, attacked by a party whose success 
had hitherto depended on the increase of both. If the 

03 Even Moslieim, who, as a Protestant, was naturally pre- 
judiced in favour of the Huguenots, says, that they had 
established “iiaporiuin in imperio; ” and be ascribes to the 
violence of their rulers the war of 1621, Jfps/icm’a Eedes Rut, 
vol ii. pp. 237, 2-38. 

II 1> 


60 


FRENCH INTELLECT FROM THE 


Catholics triumplied^ the ecclesiastical poiver would be 
weakened ; if the Protestants triumphed, it would 
be strexigthened. Of this fact, so far as the Protestants 
are concerned, I have just given ample proof, colle<ded 
from their proceedings, and from tlie language of their 
own synods. And that the opposite, nr secular ])rin- 
ciple, pi'edominated among the Catholics, is evident, 
not only from their undeviating policy in the reigns of 
Henry IV. and Louis XIII., hut also from another 
circumstance worthy of note. For, their motives wcia*. 
so obvious, and gave such scandal to the churclx, that 
the pope, as the great protector of religion, thought 
himself bound to reprehend that disregard of theo- 
logical interests whidi they displayed, and which he 
considered to be a crying and unpardonable offence. 
In 1023, only one year after the struggle between the 
Protestants and Catholics bad begun, be strongly 
remonstrated with the French government upon the 
notorious indecency of which they -were guilty, in 
carr3dng on war against heretics, not for the purpose 
of suppressing the heresy, but merely with a view of 
procuring for the state those temporal advantages 
which, in the opinion of all pious men, ought to be 
regarded as of subordinate importance. 

If, at this juncture, the Protestants bad carried the 
day, the loss to France would have been immense, 
perhaps irreparable. For no one, who is acquainted 
with idle temper and character of the French Calvinists, 
can doubt, that if they had obtained possession of the 
government, tliey would have revived those religious 
{)ersecutions which, so far as tlieir power extended, 
they had already attempted to enforce. Not only in 
their writings, but even in the edicts of their assemblie.s, 
wfi find ample proof of that meddling and intolerant 
spirit which, in every age, has characterized ecclesias- 
tical legislation. Indeed, such a spirit is the legitimate 
consequence of the fundamental assumption from vtdiich 
theological lawgivers usually start. The clergy are 
taught to consider that their paramount duty is to 
preserve the purity of the faith, and guard it against 
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the iiivanions of heresy. AYhcnevor, therefore, fliey 
rise to j)Owerj it almost iuvariahiy happens, that they 
carry into politics the habits they have contracted in 
their proiession ; and havin;^ long been accustomed to 
consider religious cri’or as criminal, they now naturally 
attempt to Tnake it penal. And as all' the Eurojicah 
countries have, in the period of their ignorance, been 
once ruled by tbe clergy, just so do wo find in the law 
iiooks of every Iruid those traces of their power which 
the progress of knowledge is gradually effacing. VFe 
find the professors of the dominant creed enatsting laws 
against ttie professors of other creeds ; laws sometimes 
to bum them, sometimes to exile them, sometimes to 
take away tlunr civil rigiits, smuetimes only to take 
away their political rights. These are the different 
gradations through which persecution passes ; and by 
observing which, we may measure, in any country, the 
energy of the ecclesiastical spirit. At the same time, 
the theory by which such measures are supported, 
generally gives rise to other measures of a somewhat 
different, though of an analogous character. For, by 
extending the authority of law to opinions as well as 
to acts, the basis of legislation becomes dangerously 
enlarged ; the individuality and independence of each 
man are invaded ; iind encouragement is given to the 
enactment of intrusive and vexations regulations, 
which are supposed to perform for morals the service 
that the other class of laws performs for religion. 
Under pretence of favouring the practice of virtue, and 
maintaining the purity of society, men are troubled in 
their most ordinary pursuits, in the commonest occur- 
rences of life, in their amusements, nay, even in the 
very dress they may be inclined to wear. That this is 
what has actually been done, must be known to who- 
ever lias looked 'into the writings of the fathers, into 
the canons of Clunstian coimcils, into the different 
systems of ecclesiastical law, ®r''ifSto'i5hc. sermons of the 
e*arHer clergy. Indeed, all this so patural, that 
regulations,'^ conceived in the- &TOe spirit, "vi'-ere drawn 
up for the governments of ■‘■’Geneva by- f;h'e Calvinis-f 
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cierg’yj and for the government of England by Arch- 
bishop Craiimer and his coadjutors ; while a tendencyj 
precisely identicalj may be observed in the legislation 
of the PuritanSj and, to give a still later iustance, in 
that of the Methodists, It is, therefore, not surprising 
that, in France, tlie Protestant clergy, hiiving great 
power among their own party, should enforce a similar 
discipline. Thus, to mention only a few examples, 
they foj'bade any one to go to the theatre, or even to 
witness the performance of private tlieatricals. They 
looked upon dancing as an ungodly amusement, and, 
therefore, they not only strictly prohibited it, but they 
ordered that all dancing-masters should he aflmonished 
by the spiritual power, and desired to abamlon so un- 
christian a profession. If, however, the admonition 
failed in effecting its purpose, the dancing-masters, 
thus remaining obdurate, were to be excommunicated. 
With the same pious care did the clergy superintend 
other matters equally important. In one of their 
synods, they ordered that all persons should abstain 
from wearing gay apparel, and should arrange their 
hair with becoming modesty.®'^ In another synod, they 
forbade women to paint ; and they declared, that if, 
after this injunction, any woman persisted in painting, 
she should not bo allowed to receive the sacrament. 
To their own clergy, as the instructors and shepherds 
of the flock, there was paid an attention still more 
scrupulous. The ministers of the word were per- 
mitted to teach Hebrew, because Hebrew is a sacred 
dialect, uneontaminated by profane writers. But the 
language, which contains all the philosophy and 
' nea ly all the wdsdom of antiquity, was to be di.s- 
‘ couraged, its study laid aside, its profe.ssorship siip- 
• ■' pressed.®® And, in order that the mind might not be 

■ ’ ‘ “And both sexes are required to keep modesty in their 
' ' . ' hair,” Ihid. vol. i. p. 119. 

es xiio synod of Alez, in 1620, says, “ A minister may at the 
, . same time be professor in divinity and of the Hebrew tongue. 
But it is not seemly for him to profess the Greek also, because the 
most of bis employment will be taken up in the exposition of 
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(lifitruchid from spiriiauil things^ the study of chemistry 
was liktnvise forhiddiui ; such a mere earthly pursuit 
lioing iucoinpafcihle witli the hahits of the sacred pro- 
iessioii.'*'' Lest, Iinwever, in spile nf these preciiutions, 
kiiitwhulge sliouid still creep in among the Protestants, 
other measurt.‘s were taken to prevent oven its earliest 
approach. The clergy, entirely forgetting that right 
of private jadgrnctit upon whicii tlioir .sect; was founded, 
Itecanic so an.viuu.s to protect the unwary from error, 
that they forlKule any person to print or publish a 
work without the sanction of the church, in other* 
word.s, without the .sanction of tlie clergy themselves. 
'When, by these means, they had destroyed the possi- 
bility of free intpiiry, and, so far as they were, able, 
had put a stop to the acquisition of all reai linowledge, 
they proceeded to guard against another circumstance 
to w'hicli their measures Iiad given rise. For, several 
of the Protestants, .seeing that under such a system, 
it was impossible to educate their fiimilies with 
advantage, sent their children to some of those 
celebrated Catholic oollege.s, wdiere alone a sound 
education could then he obtained. But tlie clergy, so 
soon as they heard of this practice, put an end to it 
]>y excommunicating the oifending pai*enfcs ; and to this 
there rvas added an or<ler forbidding them to admit into 
their own private houses any tutor wlib professed the 
Catholic religion, fciuch was the way in which the 
l^b'ench Protestants were watched over and protected 
by their spiritual masters. Even the minutest matters 
w*erc not beneath the notice of these great legislators. 
They ordered that no person should go to a ball or 
mas<pierade ; nor ought any Christian to look at the 

I’agan and profano author.?, unless ho be discharged from the 
ministry.’’ Quiet's Symdicon, vol. ii. p. 57. Three years later, 
the synod of Charonton suppressed altogether the Greek pro- 
fossonships, “as being supertiuoua and of email profit.” Ibid., 
vul. ii. p. 115. 

® The synod of St Maixant, in 1609, orders that_“_collo(im 0 a 
luid synods .shall have a watchful eye over those ministers who 
study chemistry, and grievously reprove and censure them,” 
dbid., vol. i. i>. !iM. 
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tricks oi' conjurors, or at the famous game of goblets, 
or at the puppet-show ; neither was he to l)e present 
at morris-dances ; for all such amusements should be 
suppressed by the magistrates, because tliey excite 
curiosity, cause expense, waste timed'" Anolber thing 
to i)e attended to, is the names that are bestowed iji 
baptism, A child may have two Christian names, 
though one is preferable. Great care, however, is to 
be observed in tboir selection. They ought to be taken 
from tiie Bible, but they ought not to be Baptist or 
Angel ; neither should any infant receive a name which 
has been formerly used by the Pagans. When the 
children are grown np there ai‘e otlier regulations to 
which they must be subject. The clergy declared that 
the faithful must by no means let their hair grow long, 
lest by so doing they indulge in the luxury of las- 
civious curls."*'*' They ai’e to make their gjirments in 
such a manner as to avoid “ the new-fangled fashions of 
the world" : they are to have no tassels to their dress ; 
their gloves must be without silk and ribands : they are 
to abstain from fardingales : they are to beware of wide 
sleeves.™ 

Those readers w'ho have not studied the history of 
ecclesiastical legislation, will peidiaps be surprised to 
find, that men of gravity, men who had reached the 
years of discretion, and w'ere assembled together in 
solemn council, should evince such a prying and 

^ “ All Chi-istian magistrates are advised not in the least 
to suffer them, because it feeds foolish curiosity, puts upon 
unnecessary expenses, and wastes time.” Ibid., vol, i. p. 194. 

This was a very knotty question for the theologians : but 
it was at length decided in the affirmative by the Synod of 
Saumur: “On the 13th article of the same chapter, the 
deputies of Poictou demanded, whothor two names might bo 

S ven a child at baptism ? To which it was i-eplie.d : “ The 
•ing was indifferent ; however, parents were advised to 
observe herein Christian simplicity,” Ibid., vol. i. p. 17S, 

I quote the language of the synod of Castres, in 1626. 
Ibid., vol ii. p. 174. ■ 

• In the same way, the Spanish clergy, early in the present 
century, attempted to regulate the dress of women. 
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piierilfi spirit ; tliat tliey sIiouM display sucli miscr- 
abio and cliiklish imbecility. Batj whoever will take 
a wider survey of human affairs, will be inclined to 
i>larne, Jiot so much the legislatoi’S, as the system of 
which tlie legislators formed a part. For as to the 
men tliemseb'es, they merely acted after tlioir kind, 
'i’hey only followed the traditions in wliioh they were 
bred. Ey virtue of their profession, they had been 
accustomed to bold certain vic3waj and, when they 
rose to power, it was natural that they should carry 
those vimvs into effect ; thus tnuisplanting into the 
law-ljook tlie maxims they had already preached in the 
pulpit. Whenever, therefore, we i-ead of meddling, 
inquisitive, and vexatious regiilatious imposed by 
ecclesiastical authority, we should remember, that 
they are but the legitimate result of the ecclesiastical 
spirit ; and that the way to remedy such grievances, or 
to prevent their occurrence, is not by vainly labouring 
to cliauge the tendencies of that class from whence 
they proceed, hut rather by confining the class within 
its proper limits, by jealously guarding against its 
earliest encroachments, by taking every opportunity of 
lessening its iuffuence, and linally, when the progress 
of society will jnstily so great a step, by depriving it of 
that political and legislative power whicli, though gradu- 
ally falling from its hands, it is, even in the most civilized 
countries, still allowed in some degree to retain. 

Hut, sotting aside these general Considerations, it 
will, at all events, be admitted, that 1 have collected 
sufficient evidence to indicate what would have hap- 
pened to France, if the Pi'otcstaats had obtained the 
npjier liand. After the facts wdiich 1 have brought 
forward, no one can possibly doubt, that if pch a 
misfortune had occurred, the liberal and, considering 
the age, the enlightened policy of Henry IV. and 
Louis XHi. would have been destroyed, in order to 
make way for that gloomy and austere system which , 
in every age, and in every country, has been found 
to be the natural fruit of ecclesiastical power. To 
put, therefore, the question in its proper form, instead 
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of saying that there was a \var between hostile creedsj 
we should rather Sfiy that there ivas .a war betw'een 
rival classes. It was a contostj not so much betu-een 
the Catholic religion and the Prote.stant religion, as 
between Catholic laymen and Protestant clergy, it 
was a struggle between temporal iniere.sts and'tlieo- 
logi{;al interests, — ^l)etweeu the spirit <d’ the present 
and the si)irit of tlie past. And the point now at issue 
was, whetiier France should be governed by tbe civil 
power or by tbe .sjuritual power, — wlietber she should 
be ruled according to the lai’ge views of secular states- 
men, or according to the narrow notions of a factious 
and intolerant priesthood. 

The Protestants having tlie gre.at advantage of being 
the aggressive party, and being, moreover, inflamed by a 
religious zeal unknown to their opponents, might, under 
ordinary circumstances, have succeeded in their hazard- 
ous attempt ; or, at all events, they might liave pro- 
tracted the struggle for an indefinite period. But, 
fortunately for France, in 1624, only three years after 
the war began, Richelieu assumed the direction of 
the government. He iiad for some years been the 
secret adviser of the queen-mother, into whose mind 
he had always inculcated the necessity of complete 
toleration. When placed at the head of affairs, he 
pursued the same policy, and attempted in every way 
to conciliate the Protestants. The clergy of his own- 
party were constantly urging him to exterminate the 
heretics, whose presence they thought polluted France. 
But Richelieu, having only secular objects, refused to 
embitter the contest by turning it into a religious war. 
Bo was determined to chastise the rebellion, but he 
would not punish the heresy. Even while the war 
was raging, he would not revoke those edicts of tolera- 
tion, by which the full liberty of religious worship was 

S auted to the Protestants. And when they, in 1620,. 

owed signs of compunction, or at all events of fear, 
be publicly confirmed the Edict of Nantes, and ho 

K ted them peace ; although, as he says, he knew 
by doing so, he should fall under tlie suspicion 
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of IhosB “ wlio SC) greatly affected tEe name of zealous 
r.atlKilics.” A fuw luoiitlis afterwards war again broke 
out ; and then it was that Richelieu- determined on 
tint celebi-atoil siege of Rochelle, which, if brought to 
a successful issue, was sure to be a decisive blow against 
the ih-euch Protestants. That he was moved to this 
iuiziardous ujulm’taking solely by secular considerations, 
isevideut, not only from the general spirit of his preced- 
ing policy, but also from his subsequent conduct. With 
the details of this famous siege, history is not concerned, 
as such mattens haveno value, except to milihiry readers. 
It is enough to say that, in 1621}, Rochelle wa.s taken ; 
and the Protestants, who had been induced by their 
clergy to continue to resist long after relief was hopeless, 
and "who, in consequence, had suffered the most dreadful 
hardships, were obliged to surrender at discretion.^* 
The privileges of the town were revoked, and its magis- 
trates removed ; but the great minister, by wdiom these 
things xvere effected, still abstained from that religious 

? er3ecution to which he was urged, fie graiited to the 
rotestaiits the toleration which he had offered at an 
earlier period, and he formally conceded tlie free exer- 
cise of their public worship. But, such was their in- 
fatuation, that because he likewise restored the exercise 
of the Catholic religion, and thus gave to the conquerors 
the same liberty that he had granted to the conquered, 
the Protestants murmured at the indulgence ; they 
i;ould not bear the idea that their eyes should be 
offoided by the performance of Popish rites. And 
their indignation waxed so high, that the next year 
they, in another part of France, again rose in arms. 
As, however, they were now stripped of their principal 
resources, they were easily defeated ; and, their exist- 
ence as a political faction being destroyed, they were, 
in refertmee to their religion, treated by Richelieu in 

"1 Fontenay Mai-exiil, who was an eye-witnoss, says, that the 
besieged, in some instances, ate their own children ; and that 
the burial-grounds were guarded, to prevent the corpses from 
being dug up and turned into food. MSm de Fontenay MarmU^ 
vol, ii, p. 119. 
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tlie same manner aa before. To the Proteslauts genfr 
riiUy, he confirmed the privilege of preaching and of 
performing the other cerenioriie.s of their (!vecd. To 
their leader^ Rohaiij he granted an amnesty, and. a few 
years afterwards^ employed him in imporlaut public 
services. After this, the’ hopes of the party were des- 
troyed I they never again rose in arms, nor do we liiul 
any mention of them until a much later period, wlicn 
tliey ivcre ))arbar()usly persecuted by Louis XIV. But 
from all such intolerance Ricbolieu sedulously ab- 
stained ; and having now cleared tlie Laud from I’fi- 
hellion, he embarked in tliat vast scheme of foreign 
policy, of which 1 have already given some account, and 
in which he clearly showed that his proceedings against 
the Protestants had not been caused by hatred of their 
religious tenets. For, the same pa)'ty which he attacked 
at home, he supported abroad. He put down the French 
Protastants, because they were a turbulent faction that 
troubled the state, and wished to suppress the exercise 
of all opinions unfavourable to themselves. But, so far 
from carrying on a crusade against their religion, he, 
as I have already observed, encouraged it in other 
countries ; and, though a bishop of the Catholic church, 
he did not hesitate, by treaties, by money, and by force 
of arms, to support the Protestants against the House 
of Austria, maintain the Lutherans against the Emperor 
of Germany, and uj>hold the Calvinists against theliing 
of Spain. * 

I have thus ezideavoured to draw a slight, though , I 
trust, a clear outline, of the events which took place in 
Ifrance during the reign of Louis XIIL, and particularly 
during that part of it which included the administration 
of Richelieu. But such occurrences, itnportaut as they 
are, only formed a single phase of that larger dovclopmeiit 
which ivas now displaying itself in nearly every branch of 
the national intellect. They were the mere political ex- 

E ression of that bold and sceptical spirit 'iviiich cried 
avoc to the prejudices and superstitions of men. For, 
the government of Richelieu was successful, as well as 
progressive ; and no government can unite these two 
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<jualities, uiiles,s; its measures liarinonize with the feel- 
ing's ami temper of the age. Such a« administration, 
thotigb it facilitates progress, is not the cause of it, hut 
is raiiier its measure .and syinptom. 7’he cause of the 
progress lie.s far deeper, and is govei'iied by the general 
tendentiy of the time. Ami as the diflereut tendencies 
observable in smteessive generations depend on the 
diiicroncc in their Icnowledge, it is evddent, that we 
can only understand the working’ of the tendencie.?, by 
taking a ^vide view of tljc amount and cJiaracjter of 
tlie icnowledge. To cojii prebend, therefore, the real 
nature of the great advance made during the reign of 
Louis XIII. j it becomes necessary that I should lay 
before the reader some evidence respecting those higher 
and more importaiit facts, whicli Idstorians are apt to 
neglect, but ■without which t!ie study of the past is an 
idle and trivial pursuit, 'ind history itself a barren field, 
which, hearing no fruit, is unworthy of the lai)Our that 
is was'ted on the cultivation of so ungrateful a soil. 

It is, indeed, a very observable foct, that while 
Richelieu, with such extraordinary boidnoss, was 
secularizing the whole system of French polities, and 
by his disregard of ancient interests, was setting at 
naught the most ancient traditions, a course precisely 
similar was being pursued, in a still higher department, 
by a man greater than he ; by one, who, if I ttiiiy 
express my own opinion, i.s the most profound among 
the many eminent thinkers Fi’auce has produced, I 
speak of Rene Descartes, of whom the least that can 
be said is, that he effected a reimlution more decisive 
than lias ever been brought about by any other single 
mind. With his mere physical discoveries we arc not 
uow’ concerned, because in this Introduction I do not 
pretend to trace the progress of science, except in those 
e})ochs which indicate a new turn in the habits of 
national thouglit. But 1 may remind the reader, 
that he was the first who successfully applied 
algebra to geometry that he pointed out the 
Thomas { F.lo(/e, in (Euvres da Descartes, vol. i. p, 32} says, 
ce-t instrnmoiit, e’est Ueseai’tes qui I’a or&6 ; o’est Tapplicatioa 
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important law of the sines ; that in an in 
which ojitical iustvuraeuts were extremely imperfect^ 
he discovered the changes to which light is sub- 
jected in the eye by the crystalline lens that 

de I’algebre k la gdomvtrie.” And this, in the highout Eenso, 
is strictly true ; for although Vieta and two or throe othoi’s in 
the sixteenth century had anticipated this step, we owe entirely 
to Descartes the inognificont discovery of the possibility of 
applying algebra to the geometry of curves, he being un- 
doubtedly the lirst who expressed thorn by algebraic equations. 

™ Tho statcifiunts of Huygens and of Isaac Vossius to the 
oifect that Descartes had seen tho papers of Snell before pub- 
lishing his clisoovery, arc unsupported by any direct evidence ; 
at le;ist none of the historians of science, so far as I am aware, 
have brought forward any. So strong, however, is the dis- 
position of nianhind at large to depreciate great men, and so 
general is the desire to convict them of plagiarism, that this 
chargo, improbable in itself, and only resting on the testimony 
of two envious rivals, has been not only revived by modern 
writers, but has been, even in our own time, spoken of as a well- 
established and notorious fact ! The flimsy basis of this accusa- 
tion is clearly exposed by M. Bordas Demouliu, in hi.s valuable 
work La C'ari&nanisme, Paris, 1843, vol. ii. pp. 9-12 j while, on 
the other side of the question, I refer with regret to Sir D. 
Brme&ter m the Progress of Optics, Seco7id Report of British 
Associaiio7i, pp. 309, 310 ; and to Wliewell’s Hist, of the Liditctivc 
Scieiices, vol. ii. pp. 379, 502, 508. 

What makes this the more observable is, that tho study 
of the crystalline lens was neglected, long after the death of 
Descartes, and no attempt made for more than a hundred years 
to complete his views by ascertaining its intimate structure. 
Indeed, it is said {Thornson's Animal Chemistry, p. 512) that the 
crystalline lens and tho two humours wore first analyaed in 
1802. Oompare Simon’s Anivicd Chemistry, vol. ii. pp, 419, 421 ; 
Henle, Traits d’Anaiomie, vol. i. p. 357 ; LepeU.etier, Physioiogie 
M&dicale, vol. iii. p, 160j Mayo’s Human Physiol., p. 279; 
Blainville, Physiol, compares, vol. iii. pp. 325-328 ; none of 
wrhoin refer to any analy.sis earlier thsin, Hie nineteenth century. 
I notice this partly us a contribution to the history of our 
knowledge, and partly as proving how slow men have been in 
following Descartes, and in completing his views ; for, as M . 
Blainvillo justly observes, the chemical laws of the lens mmst 
be understood, before we can exhaustively generalise tho 
optical lav/s of its refraction ; so that, in fact, the researches 
of Berzelius on tho eye are complemental to those of Descartes, 
Tho theory of the limitation of the crystalline lens according 
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i.e clirec.led attention to the consequences resulting 
from the weiglit of the atmosphere ; and thathe^ niore- 
0 %’erj, detected the caus(>.s of tile rainbow/® that singular 
phenomciiouj with 'which^ in the eyes of the vulgar, 
some theological superstitions are still connected. At 
tlic same time, ami ;is if to combine the most varied 
forms of excellence, lie is not only alloived to he the 
first geometrician of the age, hut, by tlic clearness and 
admirable precision of his style, he became one of the 
founders of French pro.«e. And although he was con- 
stantly engaged in those lofty inquiries into the nature 
of tlie human mind, which can never be studied without 
ivonder, I had almost said can never be read without 
awe, he combined with them a long course of laborious 
experiment upon the animal frame, which raised liim 
to the highest rank among the anatomists of his time, 
The great discovery made by Harvey of the circulation 
of the blood, wuis neglected by most of his contem- 
poraries ; but it was at once recognized by Descartes, 

to the desooading scale of the animal kingdom, and the con- 
noxiou between its development and a general increase of 
sensuous perception, seem to have been little studied ; but Dr 
Grant Anatomy/, p. 252) thinks that the lens exists 

in some of the rotifora ; while in regiu'd to its origin, 1 find a 
eurioua statement in MiLlhr's Phi/sioloffy, vol, i, p. 450, that 
after its removal in mammals, it has been reproduced by its 
matrix, tho capsule, (If this can be relied on, it will tell 
against the suggestion of Schwann, who suinmaos, in bia 
Microxopical iiesearches, 1S47, pp. 87, 88, that its mode of 
life is vegetable, and that it is not “ a secretion of its capsule.”) 
As to its probable existence in tho hydrozoa, soo Rymer Jonas's 
xlnimal Kitigdom, 1855, p. 9(5, “regarded either as a crystalline 
leas, or an otolithe, ” . 

75 Or Whewell, who lias treated Descartes with marked in- 
justice, does nevertheless allow that he is “the genuine author, 
of tho explanation of tho rainbow." 

Dr Whewoll [Hist, of the Inducliw Sciences, vol. iii. p, 440) 
says, “ It was for the most part readily accepted by his country- 
man ; but that abroad it bad to encounter considerable opposi- 
tion.” For this no authority is quoted ; and yet one would be 
glad to know who told Dr Whewoll that the discovery was 
readily accepted. So far from meeting in England with ready 
acceptance, it was dnring many years almost universally 


FRENCH INTELLECT FROM 111 K 


f)2 

who made it the basis of the physiological part of his 
work on Mau. He likewise adopted tiie discovery of 
the lactoals by Aselli, which, like every great truth yet 
laid helbre the world, was, at its iirst appearance, not 
only disbelieved, hut covered with ridicule.'" 

Those things niight have been .suflicient to rescue 
even the phys'ical labours of Descartes from the attacks 
constantly made on them by men who either have not 
studied his woidcs, or else, having studied them, are 
unable to understand tlieir merit. But the glory of 
Descartes, and the inlluence he exercised over his age, 
do not depend even on such claims as these. Putting 
them aside, he is the author of what is emphatically 
called Motiern Philosophy. He is the originator of 
that great system and method of metaphysics, -which, 
notwithstanding its errors, has the undoubted merit of 
having given a w'onderful impulse to the Eui’opcau 
mind,^ and communicated to it an activity which has 
been made available for other purposes of a different 
character. Besides this, and superior to it, there, is 
another obligation which we are under to the memory 
of Descartes. He deserves the gratitude of posterity, 
not so much on account of what he built up, as on 
account of what he pulled dowxi. His life w'as one 
great and successful warflire against the prejudices and 

denied, Aubrey was assured by Haiwey that in consequence 
of his book on the Circulation of the Blood ho lost much of bi.s 
practice, was believed to be crackbrained, and was opposed by 
“ all the physicians.” AvLrey’s Letters and Lives, vol. ii. p. <38ii 
Dr Willis [Life of Harvey, p. xli. in Harvey's Worh, edit 
Sydenham Society, 1847) says, “Harvey’s views wore at first 
rejected almost universally.” Dr Elliotson [Human Physlohufit, 
13, 194) says, “ His immediate reward was general ridicule and 
abuse, and a great diminution of his practice.” Broussais 
[Emviendes iJoctrines 3I4dic(des, vol. i. p. vii.) says, Hurvey 
passa pour fou tpiand il annou 9 fi la diScouvorte de la circula- 
tion.” Finally, Sir William Temple, who belongs to the 
generation subsequent to Harvey, and who, indeed, was not 
bom until some yeans after the discovery was made, mentions 
it in bis works in such a manner as to show that even then it 
vas not universally received by educated men. 

Even Harvey denied it, to the last. 
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tra(iitioiis of men. He was great as a creator^ but he 
was far greater as a destroyer. In this respect he was 
the true .successor of Luther, to wlio.se labours In.s own 
^vcl■o the tittiiig supplement. He completed Avhat the 
great German refiirmer bad left undone. He Lore to 
tiie old systems of philosophy precisely the same rela- 
tion that Luther here to the old systems of religion. 
He was the great reformer and liberator of the 
ICuropean inteJlect. 'Jo prefer, tbortifore, even the 
most successful discoverers of physical laws, to this 
great innovator and disturber of tradition, is just as if 
we should prefer knowledge to freedom, and believe 
that science is iietter than liberty. We must, indeed, 
always be grateful to those eminent thiukens, to whose 
labours we are indebted for that vast body of physical 
timtba which we now possess. But, let us reserve tlie 
full measure of our homage for those far greater men, 
who have not hesitated to attack and destroy the most 
inveterate prejudice.? ; men who, by removing the 
pressure of tradition, have purified the very source and 
fountain of our knowledge, and secured its future pro- 
gress, by casting oif obstacles in the presence of which . 
progress was impossible. 

It W'ill not be ex[>ected, perhaps it will hardly be 
desired, that I should enter into a complete detail of 
the philosophy of Descartes ; a phiio.sophy which, in 
England at least, is rarely studied, and, therefore, is 
often attacked. But it will be necessary to give such 
an account of it as will show its analogy with the auti- 
tbeological policy of Richelieu, and will thu.g enable us 
to see the full extent of that vast movement which took 
place in France before the accession of Louis XIV. 
By this means, we shall be able to understand how the 
daring innovations of the great minister were so succes.s- 
ful, since tliey were accompanied and reinforced by 
corresi)onding inrio\’ations in the national intcdlecfc ; 
thus affording an additional instance of the way in 
which the political history of every country is to be 
explained by the history of its intellectual progress. 

In 1687, when Richelieu was at the height of his 
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jKHver; Descartes published that great work whiidi lie 
had long been meditating, and which was the first open 
auuouncement of the new tendencies of Ihe Froncii 
mind. To this work he gave the name of a Method ; 
and, assuredly, the method is the most alien to what is 
commonly called theology that can possibly be con- 
ceived, Indeed, so far from being theological, it is 
essentially and exclusively psychological, 'i'he theo- 
logical method rests on ancient records, on tradition, 
on the voice t)f antiquity. 'J'hc method of Descartes 
rests solely on the consciousnef5s each man has of the 
operations of his own mind. And, lest any one should 
mistake the meaning of this, he, in subsequent works, 
developed it at great length, and with unrivalled clear- 
ness. For his main object was to popularize the views 
which he pirt forward. Therefore, says Descartes, I 
write in French rather than in Latin, because 1 trust 
that they who only employ their simple and native rea- 
son will estimate my opinions more fairly than they 
who only believe in ancient books. So strongly does 
he insist upon this, that almost at the beginning of his 
first work, he cautions his readers against the common 
error of looking to antiquity for knowledge ; and he 
reminds them that “ when men are too curious to know 
the practices of past ages, they generally remain very 
ignorant of their own.” 

Indeed, so far from following the old plan of search- 
ing for truth in the records of the past, the great essen- 
tisS of this new philosophy is to wean ourselves from 
all such associations, and, beginning the acquisition of 
knowledge by the work of destruction, first pull down, 
in order that afterwards we may build up. VFhon I, 
says Descartes, set forth in the pursuit of truth, I found 
that the best way was to reject every thing I had 
hitherto received, and pluck out all my old opinions, 
in order that I might lay the foundation of them afresh : 
believing that, by . this means, I should more easily 
accomplish the great scheme of life, than by building 
on an old basis, and supporting myself by principles 
which I had learned in my youth, without examining 
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il' tliey v/oro vciilly true. Ij, theveforoj wiU occu])y 
uivi-'uif JVody and t!arn«.ytly in ettectinj? a general tley- 
iL'iu'diuu oi' all my old o])inionp/’ For, if we would 
know all the trutli.s that can bo known, wo imtf<t, in 
the. iiv.st place, free ourtadves from our jn-ojudices, and 
UKike a ])uint of rejecting those things which we have 
i-uceived, until we have subjected them to a lunv ox- 
ainhiation. We, therelhre, must derive our opinions, 
not from tradition, hiit from oarsclves. Wo mus.t not 
pass judgment upon any subject which we do not clearly 
ami distinctly understand ; for, if even such a jiulgment 
is correct, it can only he so by acciitent, not having 
soIi<i ground upon which to support itself. But, so 
tar are we from this state of inditference, that our 
memory is full of prejudices : we pay attention to 
words rather than things ; and, being thus slaves to 
form, there are too many of us who believe them- 
selves I'eligious, when, in fact, they are bigoted and 
superstitious ; who think themselves perfect because 
they go much to church, because they often repeiit 
prayers, because they wear short hair, because they 
last, because they give alms. 'J'hese are the men wlio 
imagine themselves such friends of God, that nothing 
they do displeases Him ; men who, under pretence of 
zeal, gratify their pa.?,=.i(nis by committing the greatest 
crimes, such as betraying toTvns, killing princes, exter- 
minalhig nations : and ail tlii.s tliey do to those who 
will not change their opinions. 

These were the words of wisdom which this great 
teacher addre.ssed to hi.s countrymen only a few years 
after they had brought to a close the last religious war 
that hiis *ev(!r been waged in France. 'Hie .similarity of 
these views to tho.se which, about the same time, were 
put forth by Chilliugworth, must strike every reader, 
i»ut oiigiit not to excite surprise ; for they were hut the 
natural jiroducts of a state of .society in which the right 
of private judgment, and the independence of the 
human reason, w<,*re first solidly established. .If we , 
examine this mutter a little closer, we .shall find still 
further proof of the analogy between France and 
n E 
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England. So identical are tlie ste-[)s of tlie progress, 
that the relation which Montaigne bears to jOescartes 
is just the same as that which Hooker bears to 
Chillingworth ; the same in reference to the difference 
of time, and also in reference to tlie dilfereiice ot 
opinions, 'llie mind of Hooker \yas essential] y 
sceptical; hut his genius was so restrained by tbe 
prejudices of his age, that, unable to discern the 
supreme authority of private judgment, he hampererl 
it by appeals to councils and to the general voice of 
ecclesiastical antiquity : impediments which Chilling- 
worth, thirty years later, effectually removed. In 
precisely the same way, Montaigne, like Hooker, was 
sceptical ; but, like him, he lived at a period wJien the 
spirit of doubt was yet young, and when the mind still 
trembled before the authority of the Church. It is, 
therefore, no wonder that even Montaigne, who did so 
much for his age, should have hesitated respecting the 
capacity of men to ■work out for themselves great 
trxtths ; and that, pausing in the course that lay before 
him, his scepticism should often have assumed the 
form of a distrust of the human faculties. Such 
shortcomings, and such imperfections, are merely an 
evidence of the slow growth of society, and of the 
impossibility for even the greate.st thinkers to outstrip 
their contemporaries beyond a certain point. But, 
with the advance of knowledge, this deficiency was at 
length supplied ; and, as the generation after Hooker 
brought forth Chillingworth, just so did tlie generation 
after Montaimie bring forth Descartes. Both Chilling- 
worth and Descartes were eminently sceptical ; but 
their scepticism was directed, not against the human 
intellect, but against those appeals to authority and 
tradition, without which it had hitherto been supposed 
that the intellect could not safely proceed. That this 
was the case with Chillingworth, we have already seen. 
That it was likewise 'tlie case with Descai’tes, is, if 
possible, still more apparent ; for that profound thinkei- 
believed, not only that the mind, by its own ‘efl’orts, 
could root out Rs most ancient opinions, but that it 
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coukl, witliout fresh aid, build up a new and solid 
syslcni in place of tlic one whiah it had thrown down. 

It is this extraordinary confidence in the power of the 
1 iiunian intellect, which eminently characterizes Des- 
I cartes, and has j^iveu to his philosophy that peculiar 
sublimity which distinguishes it from all other systems. 
iSo far from thinking that a knowledge of the external 
world is essential to tiie discovery of truth, he laid it 
flown as a fundamental principle, that -we must begin 
by ignoring .such knowledge that the first step is to 
separate ourselves from the delusions of nature, and 
reject the evidence presented to our senses. For, says 
Descartes, nothing is certain but thought ; nor are 
I there any truth.s except those which necessarily follow 
from the operation of our mvn consciousness. W e 
have no knowledge of our soul except as a thinking 
substance ; and it were easier for us to believe that 
the soul should cease to exist, than that it .sliould cease 
to think. And, as to man himself, what is he but the 
: incarnation of thought.^ For that which constitutes 

the man, is not his liones, nor his flesh, nor his blood. 
These are the accidents, the incumbrances, the impedi- 
ments of his nature. But the man himself is the 

78 According to the view of Descartes, it was to bo ignored, 
not denied. There is no instance to bo found in his works of a 
denial of the existonco of the axtenial world ; nor does the 
passage quoted from him by Mr Jobert {J^m SysUvi of Philos. 
Yol. ii. pp. 161, 162, Lond. 1849) at all justify tho interpretation 
of that ingonious writer, who oonfusea certainty in theordinarv 
, Bonse of tho word with certainty in the Cartesian sense. A 
similar error is made hy those who suppose that his “ Je pense, 
done jo suis ” is an enthymemo ; and having taken this for 
granted, they turn on the groat philosopher, and accuse him of 
bogging the question ! Such critics overlook tho ditferonoo 
between a logical proce.$s and a psychological one ; and there- 
fore they do not see that this famous sentence was the 
description of a mental fact, and not the statement of a 
mutilated syllogism. The student of the philosophy of 
Doseartes must always distinguish between these two pro* 
ee.sses, and remember that each process has an order of pi'oof 
i, peculiar to itself ; or at all events he must remember that such 
(j was the opinion of Descartes. 
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thought. The iavisible mej the ultimate fact of exist- 
ence, the mystery of life, is this : ‘"‘’I am a thing that 
thinks.'’ 'I'his, therefore, is the beginning and tiie 
basis of our knowledge. The thought of eacli man is 
the last element to wliich analysis can curry us ; it is 
the supreme judge of every doubt ; it is the staj- ting- 
point for all wisdom. 

Taking our stand on this ground, we rise, says 
Descartes, to the perception of the existence of the 
Deity. For, our belief in his existence is an irre- 
ft-agiiblo proof that he exists, Otiierwiso, wlnmce 
does the belief arise ? Since nothing can come out of 
nothing, and since no effect can he without a cause, it 
follows that the idea xve have of Gt»d must have an 
origin ; and this origin, whatex'er name we give it, is 
no other than God. Thus, the ultimate proof of 13 is 
existence is our idea of it. Instead, therefore, of saying 
that w'e knoxv ourselves because we believe in God, 
should rather say that we believe in God because 
xve know ourselves. This is the order and pi'eeedeuce 
of things. The thought of each man is sutBeient to 
prove His existence, and it is the only proof we can 
ever possess. Such, therefore, is the dignity aufl 
supremacy of the human intellect, that even this, the 
Ijighest of all matters. Bows from it, as from its sole 
source. Hence, our religion should not he acquired 
by the teaching of others, but should be worked out 
by ourselves ; it is not to be borrowed from antiquity, 
but it is to be discovered by each man’s mind ; it is 
not traditional, hut personal. It is because this great 
truth has been neglected, that impiety has arisen. 1 f 
each man xvere to content himself xvith that idea of 
God which is sxiggestcd by his oxvn mind, he xvould 
attain to a true knowledge of tlie Divine Nature. 
Rut when, instead of eontining himself to this, he 
mixes up with it the notions of others, his ideas become 
perplexed ; they contradict themselves ; and, tbc com- 
position being thus confused, he often ends by denying 
the existence, not, indeed, of God, but of such a God 
as that in xvhom he has been taught to believe. 
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Tho inisiiliief wliicli these principles rnnst Lave done 
to the old tlxeolog'y is very obvious. Not only were 
they iatal. in the minds of those who received them, 
to many of the common flognias — such, for instance, 
as tiiat of transuLstautiation, — hut they were likewise 
directly opposed to other opinions, equally indefonsihle, 
and far nioro dangerous. i''ov Descartes, hy founding 
a philosophy vtdiich rejected all authority except that 
of the human reason, was, of course, le*d to abandon 
the study of final causes,- -an old and natural supersti- 
tion, by whiclij as we shall hereafter see, the Gennau 
jdiilosophers were long impeded, and which still hangs, 
though somewhat loosely, about the minds of 
At the same time, by-superseding tlie geometry of the 
ancients, he aided in weakening that inordinate respect 
with wdiiob antiquity was then regarded. In another 
matter, still more important, he displayed the same 
spirit, ^nd met with the same success. IVith such 
energy did he attack the inilueuce, or rather the 
tyranny of Aristotle, that although the opinions of 
that philosopher were intimately interwoven, with the 
Christian theology, his authority veas entirely over- 
thrown by Descartes ; and with it there perished those 
scholasfcit! prejudices, for which Aristotle, indeed, was 
not responsible, but which, under the shelter of his 

™ Dr Whfiwellj for instance, says, that we must rojeot final 
causes in the inorganic sciences, but must recognise them in 
the organic ones ; which, in other words, simply means, that 
wo know less of the organic world than of the inorganic, and 
that because wo know loss, wo are to bolievo more ; for hero, 
as everywhere else, the smaller the science the g-roater tho 
.superstition. WhtwdVs Philos, of the. Inductive, ScienaiH, 8vo, 
18‘17, vol. i. pp. 620, 627, 628 ; and his Hist, of the Indue. 
Sciences, vol. iii. pp, 430, 431. If tho question were to bo de- 
cided by authority, it would be enough to appeal to Bacon, and 
DesearLo.s, the two greatest writers on the philosophy of method 
in the .seventeenth century, and to Auguste Comto, who is 
.admitted by the few persona who have mastered his Philosopkie 
Positive, to be the greate.st in our own time. ■ Those jirof ound 
and compi'elien.sive thinkers have all rejected the study of final 
causes, which, as they have clearly seen, is a theological in- 
vasion of scientific right,?. 
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mighty name, had, during several cetituries, perplexed 
the understandings of men, and retarded the progress 
of their knowledge.®” 

These were the principle services rendered to civilisa- 
tion by one of the greatest men Europe has ever pro- 
duced. The analogy between him and Richelieu is 
very striking, and is as complete as their relative posi- 
tions would allow. The same disregard of ancient 
notions, the same contempt for theological interests, the 
same indifference to tradition, the same determination 
to prefer the pi-esont to the past : in a word, the same 
essentially modern spirit, is seen alike in the wi-itings 
of Descartes, and in the actions of Richelieu. What 
the first w'as to philosophy, that was the other to 
politics. But, while acknowledging the merits of these 
eminent men, it behoves us to remember that their 
success was the result, not only of their own abilities, 
but likewise of the general temper of their time. The 
nature of their labours depended on themselves ; the 
way in which their labours were received, depended on 
their contemporaries. Had they lived in a more super- 
stitious age, their views would have been disregarded, 
or, if noticed, would have been execrated as impious 
novelties. In the fifteenth, or early in the sixteenth 
century, the genius of Descartes and of Richelieu w'ould 
have lacked the materials necessary to their work ; 
their comprehensive minds would, in that state of 
society, have found no play ; they would have awakened 
no sympathies ; their bread would have been cast upon 
those waters which return it not again. And it would 
have been well for them if, in such a case, indifference 
were tlie only penalty with which they would be visited. 
It would have been well if they had not paid the forfeit 

Dr Brown {Philosophy of the Mind, Etlinb. 1838, p. 172) 
calls Descartes “ that illustrious rebel, who, in ovorthrowiug 
tho authority of Aristotle, ka. This, I need hardly say, 
refers to the habit of appealing to Aristotle as if he were in- 
fallible, and is very different from that respect which is 
naturally felt for a man who was probably the greatest of all 
the ancient thinkers. 
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incurred by many of those illustrious thinkers who 
l■la^'e vainly attempted to stem the torrent of htunan 
<*.redulity. It would have been well if the church liad 
not risen in her wrath, — if iliehelieu had not been 
executed as a traitor, and Descartes burned as a heretic. 

Indeed, the mere fact that two such men, occupying 
so conspicuous a place before the public eye, and en- 
forcing views so obnoxious to the interests of supersti- 
tion, should have lived without serious danger, and 
thou have died peaceably in their beds,— the more fact 
that this should have happened, is a decisive proof of 
the progress which, during fifty years, had been made 
by the h'rencb nation, lYitli such rapidity were the 
prejudices of that great people dying away, that 
opinions utterly subversive of theological traditions, 
and fatal to the whole scheme of ecclesiastical power, 
were with impunity advocated by Descartes, and put 
in practice by Richelieu, It was now clearly seen, 
that the two foremost men of their time could, with 
little or no risk, openly propagate ideas which half a 
century before, it would have been accounted dangerous 
even for tlie most obscure man to whisper in the privacy 
of his own clianibei’. 

Nor are the causes of this impunity dilRcultto under- 
stand. They are to be found in the diffusion of that 
sceptical spirit, by which, in France as well as in Eng- 
land, toleration was preceded. For, without entering 
into details which would be too long for the limits of 
this Introduction, it is enough to say, that French 
literature generally was, at this period, distinguished 
by a freedom and a boldness of inquiry, of which, .Eng- 
land alone excepted, no example had then been seen 
in Europe, I'he generation which had listenerl to the 
teachings of Montaigne and of Charron, was now suc- 
ceeded by another generation, the disciples, indeed, of 
those eminent men, but disciples who far outstripped 
their masters. The result was, that, during the thirty 
or forty years which preceded the power of Louis XI V, 

81 That is, in 18C1, when Louis XIY. first assumed, the 
governinent. 
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there was not to be found a single Frenchman of note 
wlio did not share in the general ieeling;, — not; one who 
did not attack some ancient dogma, or sap the foiin<la- 
tion of some old opinion. Tliis fearless temper n-as 
the characteristic of the ablest writers of that time ; 
but what is still more observable is, that the movement 
spread with such rapidity as to include in its action even 
tlmse parts of society which are invariably the last to he 
affected by it. That spirit of doubt, %vhich is the neces- 
sary preciirsor of all inquiry, and therefore of all solid 
improvement, owes its origin to the most thinking and 
intellectual parts of society, and is naturally opposed by 
the other parts : (jpposed by the nobles, because it is 
dangerous to tijeir interests ; opposed by the uneducated, 
because it attacks their prejudices. This is one of the 
reasons why neither the highest nor the lowest ranks 
are fit to conduct the government of a civilized country ; 
since both of them, notwithstanding individual excep- 
tions, are, in the aggregate, averse to those reforms 
which the exigencies of an advancing nation constantly 
require. But in France, before the middle of the 
seventeenth century, even these classes began to i>ar- 
ticipate in the great progress ; so that, not only among 
thoughtful men, but likewise among the ignorant and 
the frivolous, thei'e vvas seen that inquisitive and in- 
credulous disposition, which, whatever may be said 
against it, has at least this peculiarity, that, in its 
absence, there is no instance to be found of the 
establishment of those principles of toleration and of 
liberty, which have only been recognized with infinite 
dilficulty, and after many a hard-fought battle against 
prejudices whoso inveterate tenacity might almo.st cause 
them to be deemed a jiart of the original constitution 
of the human mind.®® 

82 The increase of incredulity was so remailcablo, as to give 
rise to a ridiculous aBsertiOn, "qu’il y avoit plus de 50,000 
Athees dans Paris vers Pan 1623.” Bailht^ Jugenisns ties Bamns, 
Paris, 1722, 4to, vol. i. p. 186. BaUlet has no difficulty in 
rejecting this preposterous statement (which is also noticed in 
Qotmidge’s Literary lUmainSt vol. i. p. 305 j where, however, there 
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It is no wonrkn’ if, under these circumstances, the 
s[>ecul:itions of Descartes and the actions of iUcheiieu 
should have met ivith g^*oat success. The system of 
D(‘,seartcg exorcised immense influence, and soon jior- 
vaded nearly every bran(jh of knowlediro,83 The 
policy of ilichelicn was so firmly estahlished, that it 
was continued without the sHg'htest difficulty hy his 
immediate successor: nor was any attempt made to 
reverse it until that forcible and artificial reaction 
which, under Louis XIV., was fatal, for a time, to every 
sort of civil ami religious liberty. The history of that 
reaction, and the way in which, hy a counter-reaction, 
the French Revolution was prepared, will be related in 
the subsequent cliapters of this volume ; at present we 
will resume the thread of those events which took place 
in France before Lmiis XIV. assumed the g:overnment. 

A few months after the death of Rielielieu, Louis 

XIII. also died, and the crown was inherited hy Loiiis 

XIV. , who was then a child, and who for many years 
had no influence in public aifairs. During his minority, 
the government was administered, avowedly hy his 
mother, but in reality by Mazarin ; a man who, 
though in every point inferior to Richelieu, had 
imbibed something of his spirit, .and who, so far as 
he was able, adopted the policy of that great states- 
man, to whom he owed liis jwomotion. He, influ- 
enced partly by the example of his pi-edec*essor, partly 
hy his own cliaracter, and partly by the spirit of his 
age, show'ed no desire to persecute the Protestants, or 
to disturb them in any of the rights they their 
exerciscd.8* His first .act was to confirm the Edict 

is apparently a confusion between two diiferont periods) ; but 
tbo spread of scepticism among tho uppor ranks and courtiers, 
during the reign of Louis X.1TI. and tho minority Of Louis Xl'V., 
is attested by a groat variety of oviclenco. 

83 Volumes might bo written on the inflnenco of Descartes, 
which was seen, not only in subjects immediately connected 
with his philosophy, but oven in those apparently remote 
from it. 

8^ That he did not persecute the I^roteatants is grudgingly 
confessed in Felice's Hist of the Proteatanis of France, p. 292. 


74 


FRENCH INTELLECT FROM THE 


of Nantes ; and, towards the close of liis life, he 
even allowed the Protestants again to hold tliose 
syiuxls which their o\vn violence had been the means 
of interrupting.®® Between the death of Richelieu 
and the accession to power of Louis XIV., there elapsed 
a period of nearly twenty years, during which Mazariii, 
with the exception of a few intervals, was at the hea(l 
of the state ; and in the whole of that time 1 have 
found no instsince of any Frenchman being i)unished 
for his religion. Indeed, the new government, so far 
from protecting the church by repressing heresy, dis- 
played that iiidiflerence to ecclesiastical interests which 
was now becoming a settled maxim of French policy. 
Richelieu, as we have already seen, had taken the bold 
step of placing Protestants at the head of the royal 
amnes ; and this he had done upon the simple principle 
that one of the first duties of a statesman is to employ 
for the benefit of the country the ablest men he can 
find, without regard to their theological opinions, with 
which, as lie well knew, no government has any con- 
cern. But Louis Xlll., whose personal feelings were 
always opposed to the enlightened measures of his 
great minister, was offended by this magnanimous 
disregard of ancient prejudices ; his piety was shocked 
at the idea of Catholic soldiers being commaD'’ed by- 
heretics ; and, as w& are assured by a well-informed 
contemporary, he determined to put an end to this 
scandal to the church, and, for the future, allow no 
Protestant to receive the staff of marshal of France. 
Whether the king, if he had lived, would have carried 
his point, is doubtful ; but what is certain is, that, 
only four months after his death, this appointment of 

83 He confirmod it in July 1643. 

86 In 1659, there was assemhled the Synod of London, the 
moderator of which said, “ It is now fifteen years since we 
had a national synod.” Quick's Synodieon in GuUiu, vol. ii. 
p. 517. 

87 He was so uneasy about the sin he had committed, that 
just before his death he entreated the Protestant marshals to 
change their creed. 
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marshal was bftstowed upon Tureunej the most able or 
all, the .Protestant generals.® And in the very next 
ycar^ Gassion, another Protestant, was raised *to the 
same digjiity, thns aflbrding the strange spectacle of 
the higliest military power in a great Catholic country 
iviehled by two men against whose religi(in the cliurch 
was never weary of directing her anathemas.® In a 
similar spirit, Maxarin, on more grounds of political 
expediency, concluded an intimate alliance with Crom- 
well ; an usurper who, in the opinion of the theo- 
logians, was (loomed to perdition, since he was soiled 
by the tri])le crime of rchellioii, of heresy, and of 
regicide.® Finally, one of the last acts of this pupil 
of Richelieu’s ivas to sign the celebrated treaty of the 
Pyrenees, by which ecclesiastical interests were seri- 
ously weakened, and great injury indicted on lam who 
was still considered to be the head of tl»e church. 

But, the circiimstiiuce for which the arhni;iistratioii 
of Mazariii is most remarkable, is the breaking out of 
that great war called the Fronde, in wliich the 
people attempted to carry into politics the in.stjhor- 
dinate spirit which had already disj>lay<'d itself in 
literature and in religion. Here we cannot fail to note 
the similarity between this struggle and that which, at 
the same time, was taking place in England. It 
would, indeed, be far from accxirate to siiy that the 
two events were the counterpart of each other ; but 
there can be no doubt that the analogy between them 
is very striking. In both countries, the civil war was 
the iirst popular expression of what had hitherto been 
rather a speculative, and, so to say, a literary scepticism. 

88 Ijouis XIII. cliofl in May 1643, and Tnrenno was made 
marshal in the Soptomhor following. 

88 SismoncU (IJist, des Francis, vol, xxiv. p. 65) makes the 
appointment of Gaasimi in 1644 ; according to Montglat 
{Mf1m.oires, vol. i. p. 437) it was at the end of 1643. 

80 The Pope es])ecially was offended by this alliance {lianikgf 
die Pupate, vol. iii, p. 158, compared with Vauffhaii's Cromwell, 
vol. i. p. S43, vol. ii, p. 124) ; and, judging from the language 
of Clarendon, the orthodox party in England was irritated by 
it. Olarendon’s Hist, of the Mebellion, pp. 699, 700. 
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In. ho til countrieSji incredulity was followed by rebellion, 
and the abasement of the clergy preceded the hnmilin- 
tion of the crown ; for Richelieu was to the French 
church what Elizabeth had been to the English clmrch. 
in both countries, there now first arose that great 
product of civilization, a free press, which showed its 
liberty by pouring fortli those fearless and innumerable 
works which mark the activity of the age.®^ In both 
countries, the struggle was between retrogression and 
progress ; between those who clung to tradition, and 
those who longed for innovation ; ivliile, in both, the 
contest assumed the external form of a war between 
king and parliament, the king being the organ of the 
past, the parliament the representative of the present. 
And, not to mention inferior similarities, there was one 
other point of vast importance in which these two great 
events coincide. This is, that both of them were 
eminently secular, and arose from the desire, not of 
propagating religious opinions, but of securing civil 
liberty. The temporal character of the Engli.sh 
rebellion I have already noticed, and, indeed, it must 
be obvious to whoever has studied the evidence in its 
original sources. In France, not only do we find the 
same result, but we can even mark the stages of the 
progress. In the middle of the sixteenth century, and 
immediately after the death of Henry III., the Fi’cnch 
civil wars W'ere cau.sed by religious disputes, and were 
carried on with the fervour of a crusade. Eaj-ly in the 
seventeeuth century, hostilities again broke out; hut 
though the efforts of the government were directed 
against the Protestants, this was not because they were 
heretics, hut because they were rebels: the object 

: In England, the Long Parliament succeeded to the 

licensing authority of the Star-chamber {JBlachtvno's Vmn- 
mmtarm, vol, iv. p. 1S2) ; but it is evident from the literature 
of that time, that for a considerable period the power was in 
reality in abeyance. Both parties attacked each other 
freely through the press ; and it is said, that hclwcon the 
breaking out of the civi] war and the restoration, there wore 
published from 30,000 to 60,000 pamphlets. 
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Ijcnug,, uoi; to punisli an opinion, but to control a 
faction. This vva-s the first great stage in the history 
of tffioratl&n ; and it 'vvas aceomjjlished, as vre liav'o 
already seen, during the reign- oi Louis XIII. That 
genei'ation passing' a'ivay, there arose, in the next age, 
tile wars of the Eronde ; and in this, which may be 
(iailed the second stage of the French intellect, the 
alteraiion was sl,iil more remarkahle. For, in the 
ineantime, the ju‘inciple.s of tbegX’Oal sceptical thinkers, 
from Montaigne to Descartes, had produced their 
natural fruit,and ,])ecoiniug diflused among the educated 
classes, had inlluenccd, as they ahvay.s will do, not onlj'" 
those by whom they were received, but also those by 
whom they ivere rejected. Indeed, a mere knowlcflge 
of the fact, that the most eminent men have throvvn 
doubt on the popular ojiinions of an age, can never fail 
in some degree, to disturb the convictions even of those ■ 
by whom the doubts are ridiculed. In .such cases, 
none are entirely safe : the firmest belief ia apt to be- 
come slightly luLsettled ; those who outwardly preserve 
the appearance of orthodoxy, often uiicou.seiously 
waver ; they cannot entirely resist the infiaeuce of 
superior nunds, nor can they alvvay.s avoid an unwel- 
come suspicion, that when ability is on one side, and 
ignorance on the other, it is baredy possible that the 
alnlity may bo right, and the ignorance may be wrong. 

'riius it fell out in France. In that country, as in 
every other, when theological convictions diminished, 
theological animosities sab.sided. Formerly religion 
had been the cau.se of war, and had also been the iwtv- 
text under which it was conducted. Then there came 
a time when it ceased to be the caa.se ; hub so slow is 
the progress of society, that it was still found necessary 
to set it up as the pretext. Finally, there came the 


Stewart {Philos, of the Mind, vol. i. p, lib!) saya, 
“ NoiJiing can be more just than the oljsorvatiou of I’outent)l!o, 
that ‘ the number of those ■who believe in a syatsm^ alrtiatly 
established in the world, does not, in the least, aetd to its eredi- 
bility ; but tliai the mmiber of those who doubt of it, has a 
tendency to diminish ii’ ” 
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great days of the Frond e^, in which it was neither 
cause nor pretext ; ® and in which there was seen, 
for the first time in France, an arduous struggle by 
human beings avowedly for human purposes ; a war 
waged by men who sought, not to enforce their 
■opinions, but to increase their liberty. And, as if to 
make this change still more striking, the most eminent 
leader of the insurgents was tlie Cardinal de Retz ; u 
man of vast ability, but whose contempt for his prtdes- 
sion w'as notorious, and of whom a great historian has 
said, he is the first bishop in France who carried on a 
civil war without making religion the pretence.'^ 

We have thus seen that, during the seventy years 
which succeeded the accession of Henry IV. , the French 
intellect developed itself in a manner remarkably 
similar to that which took place in England. We have 
seen that, in both countries, the mind, according to 
the natural conditions of its growth, first doubted what 
it had long believed, and then tolerated what it had 
long hated. That this was by no means an accidental 
or capricious combination, is evident, not only from 
general arguments, and from the analogy of the two 
countries, but also from another circumstance of 
great interest. This is, that the order of events, and 
as it were their relative [proportions, were the same, not 
only in reference to the increase of toleration, bnt also 
in refei'ence to the increase of literature and science. 
In both countries, the progress of knowledge bore the 
same ratio to the decline of ecclesiastical iulluence, 
although they manifested that ratio at different periods. 
VVe had began to throw off our superstitions somewhat 
earlier than the French vs'ere able to do ; and thus, 
being the first in the field, wo anticipateil that great 
people ill producing a secular literature. M^lioever will 
take the pains to compare tlie growth of the Frencli and 
English minds will see that, in all the most important 
departments, wo were the first, I do not say in merit. 

Even the people said that it was unimportant whether or 
not a man died a Protestant ; but that if lie were a partisan of 
Mazarin, ho was sure to he damned. Lmet^ vol. i. p. 43'1. 
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but ill the order of time. lu prose, in poetry, and in 
every brancdi of intellectual excellence, it will be 
found, ou ooniparison, that we were before the French 
nearly a whole generation ; and that, chronologically, 
the same proportion was preserved as that between 
Bacon and Descartes, Hooker and Pascal,®* Shake- 
Sfseare and Corneille, Massinger and Kacine, Bon 
Joiison and Moliere, Harvey and Pecquet. These 
eminent men were all justly celebrated in tlieir respec- 
tive countries, and it would perhaps be invidious to 
institute a comparison between them. But what we 
have here to observe is, that among those who culti- 
vated the same department, the greatest Englishman, 
in every instance, preceded the greatest Frenchman 
by many years. This difference, running as it does 
through all the leading topics, is far too regular to be 
considered accidental. And as few Englishmen of the 
present day will be so presumptuous as to suppose that 
we possess any native and inherent superiority over the 
French, it is evident that there must be some marked 
peculiarity in which the two countries differed, and 
which has produced this difference, not in their know- 
ledge, but in the time at which their knowledge 
appeared. Nor does the discovery of this peculiarity 
require much penetration. For, notwithshimling that 
the French were more tardy than the English, still, 
when the development had fairly begun, the ante- 
cedents of its success were among both people precisely 
the same. It is, therefore, clear, according to the 
commonest principles of inductive reasoning^ that the 
lateness of the development must he oxving to the iate- 
ness of the antecedent. It is clear that the French 
knew less because they believed more. It is clear 
that their progress was checked by the prevalence of 
those feelings which are fatal to all knowledge, because, 
looking ou antiquity as the sole receiffacle of wisdom, 

M riookcjr and Pascal may properly bo classed togetlior as 
the two most suhlimo theological writers cither oountry has 
produced, for Bossuot is as inferior to Pascal as Jeremy Taylor 
is inferior to Hooker. 
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tlioy degrade the present in order that they may 
exaggerate the past : feelings which destroy the pros- 

S ets of man, stitle his hopes , damp his curiosity, chill 
3 energies, impair his judgment, and , under preixuice 
of humbling the pride of his J’eason, seek to thro’iv' him 
hack into that moi'e than midnight darkness fi'oxn 
wliich Lis reason alone has enahleii him to emerge. 

The analogy thus existing between France ami 
England is, indeed, very striking, and, so far as we 
have yet considered it, seems complete in all its parts. 
To sum up the similarities in a few words, it may he 
said that both countries fidlowed the same order of 
development in their scepticism, in their knowledge, 
in their literature, and in their toleration. In btvth 
counti’ies there broke out a civil ivar at the same time, 
for the same object, and, in many respects, under the 
same circumstances. In both, tile insurgents, at first 
triumphant, were afteiavards defeated ; and the rebel- 
lion being put down, the governments of the two 
nations were fully restored almost at the same moment : 
in 16G0 by Charles II.; in ItiGl by Louis XIV.®® But 
there the similarity stopped. At this point there began 
a marked divergence between the two countries,®® 
which continued to increase for mox'e than a century, 
until it ended in England by the consolidation of the 
national prosperity, in France by a revolution more 
sanguinary, more complete, and more destructive, than 
any the world has ever seen. This difference between 
the fm’tunes of such great and civilized nations is so 
remarkable, that a knowledge of its causes hecomo.s 
essential to a right understanding of European history, 
and will he found to throw considerable light on other 

Mazarin, until his death in 1661, exercised coraplcto 
authority over Louis. The pompous manner in which, directly 
after the death of Mazarin, the king assumed the government, 
is related by Brienne, who was present. Mem. de, Brientie, 
vol. ii. pp. 1,61-158. 

95 By this I mean, that the divergence now first became clear 
to every observer ; hut the origiir of the divergence dates from 
a much earlier period, as we shall see in the next chapter. 
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eveiitfi not immediately connected with it Besides 
tins, sHoh nn inquiry, independently of its scientific 
interest/ will have a high practical value. It will 
show, what men seem only I'eccntly to have begun to 
understand, that in politics, no certain principles 
having yet , been discovered, tlie first conaitious of 
snwmsH are compromise, barter, expediency, and con- 
cession. It will show the utter helplessness even of 
the ablest rulers, when they try to meet new emer- 
gencies by old maxims. It will show the intimate 
connexion between knowledge and liberty ; between 
an increasing civilization and an advancing democracy, 
it will show that, for a progressive nation, there is 
required a progressive polity; that, within certain 
limits, innovation is the sole ground of secuifity ; that 
no institution can withstand the flux and movomeiils 
of society, unless it not only repairs its structure, hut 
also widens its entrance ; and that, even in <a material 
point of view, no coxintiy can, long remain either 
prosperous or safe, in wliich the people are, not 
gradually extending their power, enlar^ug their privi- 
leges, and, so to say, incorporating trieniselves with 
the functions of the 'state. 

The tranquillity of England, and her freedom from 
civil war, are to be ascribed to the recognition of these 
great truths while the neglect of them has entailed 
upon other countries the mo.st woeful calamities. On 
this account, therefore, if on no otlier, it becomes 
interesting to ascertain how it was that the two nations 
we have been comparing should, in x'egard to these 
truths, have adoj>te.d views diametrically opposite, 
although, in other matters, their opinions, as we have 
already seen, were very simihir.. Or, to slate the 
question in other words, we have to inquire how it was 

Thai; is to say, their practical recognition ; theoretically, 
they arc still denied by innumerable politicians, who, never- 
theless, assist in carrying them into . effect, fondly hoping 
that each innovation will bo the last, and enticing men, 
into reloTO under the pi'etaxt that by^ each change they are 
returning to the spirit of the ancient British constitution, 
n F 
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that the French, after pursuing’ precisely the same 
course as the English, in their knowledge, in their 
scepticism, and in their toleratioTi, should have stopped 
short in their politics ; how it was, tliat their minds, 
which had eifected. such great things, should, lun-cr- 
theiess, have been so unprepared for liberty, that, in 
spite of the heroic efforts of the Fronde, they not only 
fell under the despotism of Louis XIV., but never 
even cared to resist it ; and, at length, becoming 
slaves in their souls as well as in their bodies, they 

f rew proud of a condition which the meanest 
inglishman would have spurned as an intolerable 
bondage. 

The cause of this difference is to be sought in the 
existence of that spirit of protection which is so 
dangerous and yet so plausible, that it forms the most 
serious obstacle with which advancing civilization 1ms 
to contend, niis, which may truly be called an evil 
spirit, has always been far stronger in France than in 
England. Indeed, among the French, it continues, 
even to the present day, to produce the most mis- 
chievous results. It is, as I shall hereafter point out, 
intimately connected with that love of centralization 
which appears in the machinery of their government, 
and in the spirit of their literature. It is this which 
induces them to retain restrictions by which their trade 
has long been troubled, and to preserve monopolies 
which, in our country, a freer system has effectually 
destroyed. It is this which causes them to interfere 
with the natural relation between producers and 
consumers ; to force into existence manufactures which 
otherwise would never arise, and which, for that very 
reason, are not required ; to disturb the ordinary 
■5 march of industry, and, under pretence of protecting 
their native labourers, diminish the produce of 
labour by diverting it from those profitable channels 
.. into which its own instincts always compel it to 
; flow. 

;■ When the protective principle is carried into trade, 

' these are its inevitable results. When it is carried 
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into politics^^ tliorc is formed what is called a paternal 
‘rovenmient, in which supreme power is vested in the 
sovereign, or in n few privileged classes. When it is 
s.*arricd into theology, it produces a powerful (‘.htirdi, 
and a numerous clergy, wiio arc supposed to he the 
uecessai-y guardians of religiouj aud every opposition 
to whom is resented as an iiisult to the pu*hlie morals. 
'These are the marks by which protection may he 
recognized ; and, from a very early period, they have 
displayed them.selves in France much more clearly 
than in England. Without pretending to discover 
their precise origin, I will in tlie next chapter, endea- 
vour to trace them back to a time suffitneutly remote 
to e.vplain some of the discrepancies whicli, in this 
respect, existed between the two countries. 

Not&top. 71. — Desoarte-sdiedin Sweden onavisitto Christina; 
so that, strictly speaking, there is an error in the tost. But 
this does not affect the argument ; because the works of 
Descartes, hoing eagerly read in Franco, and not being pj-o- 
lubited, we must suppose that his person would have been safe, 
had he remained in his own country. To burn a heretic is a 
moro decisive .step than to suppress a book ; and as the French 
clergy were not strong enough to effect the latter, it is hardly 
likely that they <KjuId have aooomplished the former. 
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Histoby op the Protrotivb Spirit, an» Compabison 
OP IT IN France and Engi^and. 

When, towards tFe end of the fifth century, the 
Roman empire was broken up, there followed, as is 
well knoivn, a long period of ignorance and of crime, 
in which even the ablest minds were immersed in the 
grossest superstitions. During these, which are rightly 
called the Dark Ages, the clergy were supreme : they 
ruled the consciences of the most despotic sovereigns,, 
aiid they were respected as men of vast learning, 
because they alone were able to read ard write; 
because they were the sole depositaries of those idle 
conceits of which European science then consisted ; 
and because they preserved the legends of the saints 
and the lives of the fathers, from which, as it was 
believed, the teachings of divine wisdom might easily 
he gathered. 

Such was the degradation of the European intellect 
for about five hundred, years, during which the credulity 
of men reached a height unparalleled in the annals of 
ignorance. But at length the human reason, that 
divine spark which even the most corrupt society is 
unable to extinguish, began to display its power, 
and disperse the mists by which it was surrounded. 
Various circumstances, which it would be tedious 
here to discuss, caused this dispersion to take place 
at different times in different countries. However, 
speaking generally, we may say that it occurred in 
the tenth and eleventh centuries, and that by the 
84 
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twelffcli century there was no nation now called civiKzied , 
upon whom the light had not begun to dawn. 

.It is from this point that the first great tliyergence 
between the European iiatious took its rise. Before 
tills time their suporslitiou was so great and nuiversal, 
chat it would avail little to measure the degree of their 
relative darkness. Indeed, so low had they fallen, that, 
during the earlier period, the authority of the clergy 
was in many respects an advaatjige, as fomiiiig a harrier 
between the people and their rulers, and as supplying 
the sole instance of a class that even made an approach 
to intellectual pursuits. But, when the great move- 
ment took place, when ihe human reason began to 
rebel, the position of the clergy wa.s suddenly changed. 
ITiey had been friendly to rea,soning as long as the 
reasoning was on their side. While they were the 
only guardians of knowledge, they were eager to pro- 
mote its interests. Now, however, it was falling from 
their hands : it was becoming possessed by laymen : it 
was growing dangerous: it must be reduced to its 
proper dimensions. Then it was that there first 
became general the inquisitions, the imprisonments, 
the torturings, the burnings, and all the other con- 
trivances by which the church vainly attempted to 
stem the tide that had turned against her.®* Prom 
that moment there has been an unceasing struggle 
between these two great i>arties — the advocates of 
inquiry, and the advocates of belief; a struggle 
which, however it may be disguised, and under 

®8 Early in tbe eleventh century the clergy first began 
syateKiatically to repress independent inquiries by inmishing 
men who attempted to think for thsmsolVes, As knowledge 
advanced, the opposition between inqinry and belief became 
more marked : the church redoubled her efforts, and at the ■ 
end of the twelfth century the popes first formally called^ on ■ 
the secular power to punish heretics ; and the earliest constitu- 
tion addressed “ inquisitoribus hsereticse' pravitatis ” is one by 
Alexander IV, In 1222 a synod assomhled at Oxford caused an' 
apostate to l>e burned ; and this, says Lingard {Hist, of £ng^ 
land, vol. ii. p. 148), “is, I believe, the .first instance of capital 
punishment in England on the gi-ound of religion.’* 
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whatever forms it may appear, is at bottom always 
the same, and represents the opposite interests of 
reason arid faith, of scepticism ami credulity, of 
progress and reaction, of those who hope for the 
future, and of those rvho cling to the past. 

This, then, is the great strirtiiig-point of modern 
civilization. From the moment that reason began, 
liowcver faintly, to assert its supremacy, the im- 
provement of every people has dejiended upon their 
obedience to its dictate, s, and upon the succes.s with 
which they have reduced to its standard the whole 
of their actions. To understand, therefore, the 
original divergence of France and England, we must 
seek it in the circumstances that took place when 
this, which may be called the great rebellion of the 
intellect, was first clearly seen. 

If now, w'ith a view to such inquiry, we examine the 
history of Europe, we shall find that just at this period 
there sprung up the feudal system ; a vast scheme of 
polity, which, clumsy and imperfect as it was, supplied 
many of the wants of the rude people among whom it 
arose. The connexiou between it and the decline of 
the ecclesiastical spirit is very obvious. For, the feudal 
system was the first great secular idaii that had been 
seen in Europe since the formation of the civil law : it 
W'as the first comprehensive attempt which had been 

s® Sir F. Palgrave {English Commonwealth, vol. ii. p. cevL) 
says, “It is generally aomitted by tlie bast authorities, that 
from about the eleventh century benefices acquired the name 
of fiefs or feuds ; ” and Robertson {State of Europe, note viii. in 
Works, p- 393) supposes that tho word feudum does not occur’ 
before 1008. But according to M. Guizot {Qimlisaiion en France, 
yoL iii. p, 238), “ il apparait, pour la premifere fois, dans une 
eharte de Clmrlea le Groa en 884.” This is a question more curious 
than important ; since whatever the origin of the word may be, 
it is certain that the thing did not, and could not, exist before 
the tenth century at the earliest : inasmuch as the extreme 
disorganization of society rendered so coercive an institution 
impossible. M, Guizot, an another work {Essais sur I'Eist. de 
France, p. 239, rightly says, “ Au Xe sihcle seulement, les rap- 
ports et les pouvoira sooianx acquxrent quelque fixity.” 
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TmadC;, more tlian four Imadred years, to organize 

HOidety acoovdnig to temporal, not according to apirihial 
oircmustaucef!, the basis of tiio whole arrangeni<?!it being 
moroly the possession of land, and the performance of 
cerfciin military and pecuniary services. 

This was, no doubt, a great step in. European civiliza- 
tion, because it set the iirst example of a large public 
polity in whic.h the spiritual classes as such had no re- 
cognized place ,* and hence there fidlowed that 
struggle between feudality, and the church, which has 
been observed by several writers, but the origin of 
which has been strangely overlooked. 'Vl'''hat, however, 
we have now to notice is, that by the establishment of 
the feudal system, the spirit of protection, fiir from 
being destroyed, was prolwibly not even weakened, but 
only assumed a new form. Instead of being spiritual, 
it became temporal. Instead of men looking up to the 
church, they looked up to the nobles. For, as a 
necessary consequence of this vast movement,, or rather 
,as a part of it, the great posses.sor8 of land were now 
being organized into an hereditary aristocracy In 
the tenth- century, we find the first surnames : by the 
eleventh century moat of the great offices had become 
hereditary in the leading families : and in the twelfth 
century armorial bearings were invented, as well as 
other heraldic devices which long nourished the conceit 

iw According' to the social and political aiTangemonfcs from 
tlio fourth to tho tenth century, tha clergy ware so wninently 
a class apart, that they were frood from ‘ ‘ burdens of the 
state,” and were not obliged to engage in military services 
unless they thought propor to do so. But under the feudal 
system this immunity was lost; and in regard to porfoming 
services no separation of olaasos wixs admitted. ‘‘After the 
feudal polity became established, we do not find that there 
was any disponsation for ecclesiastical fiefs.” HallanCs Sup- 
planmfal Nairn, p. 120. 

wi The great change of turning life-posaesaions of land into 
hereditary possessions, began, late in the ninth century, bsii^ 
initiated in Franco by a capitulary of Charles the Bald, in 877. 

That surnames first arose in the tenth century, ia stated 
by the most competent authorities. 
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of the uobles^ and were valued by their descendants 
as marks of that superiority of birth;, to which;, during 
many ages^ all other superiority was considered sub- 
ordinate. 

Such was the beginning of the European aristocracy^ 
in the sense in which that word is commonly used. 
With the consolidation of its power, feudality was 
made, in reference to the organization of society, the 
successor of the church ; and the ixobles, becoming 
hereditary, gradually displaced in government, and in 
the general functions of authority, the clergy, among 
whom the opposite principle of celibacy was now firmly 
established.^''^ It is, therefore, evident, that an inquiry 
into the origin of the modern protective spirit does, in 
a great measure, resolve itself into an inquiry into the 
origin of the aristocratic power ; since that power was 
the exponent, and, as it were, the cover, under which 
the spirit displayed itself. This, as we shall hereafter 
see, is likewise connected with the great religious re- , 
bellion of the sixteenth century ; the success of which 
mainly depended on the weakness of the protective 
principle that opposed it. But, reserving this for 
future consideration,,! will now endeavour to trace a 
few of the circumstances which gave the aristocracy 
more power in Prance than in England, and thus 
accustomed the French to a closer and moi’e constant 
obedience, and infused into them a more reverential 
spirit than that which was usual in our country. 

Soon after the middle of the eleventh century, and 
therefore while the aristocracy was in the process of 
foi’matipn, England was conquered by the Duke of 

la our country, ono fact may lie mentioned iliustmtive of 
vtlie earliest encroachments of laymen : namely, that, befoi-e 
the twelfth centuiy, we find no instance in England of the 
great seal being intrusted “to the keeping of a layman.” 

, OampbeU's Chancellors, vol. i. p, 61. 

10^ Celibacy, on account of its supposed ascotie tendency, 
was advocated, and in some countries was enforced, at an early 
period: hut the first general and decisive movement in its 
favour was in the middle of the eleventh century, before which 
time it was a speculative doctrine constantly disobeyed. 
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Normandy, who naturally introduced the polity exist- 
ing- in liis own country. I3ut,,ijft his hands, it under- 
went a modilication anitahie to the new circumstances 
in wliich he was jdaced. He, being- hi a foreign 
country, the general of a successful army composed 
partly of mercenaries, W'as able to dispense with some 
of those feudal usages -which were customary in Franco. 
I'lie great Norman lords, thrown as strangers into the 
midst of a hostile population, were glad to accept 
estates from the crown on almost any tcniis that would 
guarantee their own security. Of this, William 
naturally availed himself. For, by givanting baronies 
on conditions favourable to the crown, he prevented 
the barons from possessing th.at power which they 
exercised in p'rance, and which, but for this, they 
would have exercised in England, nie result was, 
that the most powerful of our nobles became amenable 
to the law, or, at all events, to the authority of the i 
king,^® Indeed, to such un extent was this carried, that 
Vi'‘uiiam, shortly before his death, obliged all the land- 
owners to render their fealty to him ; thus eutirely 
neglecting that peculiarity of feudalism, according to 
which each vassal was separately dependent on his own 
lord. 

But in P’rance, the course of affairs wias very dilferent. 

In that country, the great nobles held their lands, not 
80 much by grant, as by pre.scription. A character of 
antiquity was thus thrown over their rights ; which, 
when added to the weakness of 'the crown, enabled 
them to exercise on their own estates all the functions 
of hidependent sovereigns. Even when, they received 
their first great check, under Philip Augustus, they, 
in his reigu, and indeed long after, wielded a power 
quite unknown in England, Thus, to give only two 
instances : the right of coining money, which has 
always been regarded as an attribute of sovereignty, 
was never allowed in Plngland, even to the greatest 

M5 The same policy of reducing the nobles was followed up 
by Henry Th, -who destroyed the baronial castles. Turner, 
voL iv, p. 223. 
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iwblea.^o* But in Fi*anco it -vvasi cjxercisod by many 
persons independently of the crown, and was not abro- 
gated until the sixteenth .century, A similar remark 
holds good of what was called the riglit of private war ; 
by virtue of which, the nobles were allowed to attack 
each otlier, and disturb the peace of the country witli 
tlie prosecution of their private feuds. In England, 
tlie aristocracy were never strong enough to have this 
admitted as a right, tliougli they too often exercised it 
as a practice. But in France it became a part of the 
estalnished law ; it was incorporated into the text- 
books of feudalism, and it is distinctly recognized by 
Louis IX. and Philip the Fair — two kings of consider- 
able energy, who did everything in their power to 
curtail the enormous autliority of the nobles. 

Out of this difference between the aristocratic power 
of Franco and England, there followed many conse- 
quences of great importance. In our country the 
nobles, being too feeble to contend with the crown, 
were compelled, in self-defence, to ally themselves 
with the people. About a hundred years after the 
C^onquest, the Normans and Saxons amalgamated ; and 
both parties united against the king, in order' to 
uphold their common rights.’®** Tlie Magna Charta, 

1 Q 8 “2TO subjects ever eajoyod the right of comiag silver in 
England 'idthout the royal stamp and superintendence ; a 
remarkable proof of the restraint in which the feudal aristo- 
cracy was always held in this country. ” Ilalluvi’s Middle Affes, 
yol. i, p. 1.54. 

iw Sir Francis Faigrave {in hie Mise and FrOffrm of iAe JSnfj- 
lish Oommmmalth, vol. i. pp. 51-65) has attempted to estimate 
the results produced by the Norman Conquest ; but ho omits to 
notice this, 'Which was the most important consequence of all. 

In regard to the general question of the amalgamation of 
i-aces, wo have two distinct kinds of evidence ; 

1st, Towards the end of the twelfth century, a new language 
began to be formed by blending Norman with Saxon ; and 
English literature, properly so called, ' dates from the com- 
mencement of the thirteenth century. 

2d, Before the ’ thirteenth century had passed away, the 
, difference of dressi which in that state of society would survive 
many other differences, was no longer observed, and the 
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wliiiili Jolin was forced to yield, contained concessions 
to tlie aristocracy ; but its most important stipulations 
were those in favour of “all classes of freeiueri.”^®*^ 
■^Vithin half a century^ fresli contests broke out ; the 
barons ■were, iiji?ain associated with the people, and attain 
there followed the same results — tlie exleiision of 
XHi])ular privileges being each time the condition and 
the consequence of this singular alliance. Ju the same 
way, when the Earl of Leicester raised a rebellion 
against Henry III., he found his own party too -weak 
to make head against the crown. He, therefore, 
applied to the people : and it is to him that our House 
of Commons owes its origin ; since he, in 12G4, set the 
■first example of issuing wtRs to cities and boroughs ; 
thus calling upon citizens and hurgesse.s to take their 
place in what had hitherto' been a parliament composed 
entirely of priests and nobles, 

distinetivo peculiai-itios of Norman and Saxon attire had 
disappeared. 

■ i<® “ An equal distribution of civil rights to all cl asses of free- 
men forms 'tho poeuliaa' beauty of the charter.” BaUjmJs 
Middle A <jes, vol. ii. p. 108, 

no '< He is to be honoured as the founder of a roprssentaHve 
system of governniont in this country.” , Campbell's CUef 
Justices, vol. i. p. 61, Some ■writers (see, for instance, 
Balrymplds Hist, of Feudal Propertff, p, S32) suppose that 
burgesses were summonOd before the roim of Honry III.: but 
this assertion is not only unsupported by evidence, but to in 
itself improbable ; bcoausa, at an earlier period tho citizens, 
though rapidly incrotming in power, were hardly important 
enough to warrant such a step 'being ta'kan. Tho best author- 
ities are now agreed to refer the origin of the Houso of 
(.’oramons to the period montionod in the text. The notion of 
tracing this to the wittenagamot, to as absurd as finding tho 
origin'of juries in the system of compurgators ; both of which 
were favonribo emu’s in the sevonteoath, and even in the 
eighteenth century. In regard to tlie wittenagemot, this idea 
still lingers among antiquarioa; but, in regard to compur- 
gators, even they have abandoned their old ground, and it 
is now well understood that trial by jury did not exist till long , 
after the Conquest. There are few thin^ in our history so irra- 
tional as the admiration expressed by a cei'fcain. class nf miters 
for tho institutions of our baa’barous Anglo-Saxon ancestors. 
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I'lie ISiiglisli aristocracy being thus forced^ by their 
own weakness, to I’ely on the people, it naturally fol- 
lowed, that the people imbibed that tone of inde- 
pendence, and that lofty bearing, of which our civil 
and political institutions are the consequence, rather 
than the cause. It is to this, and not to any fanciful 
peculiarity of race, that we owe the sturdy and enter- 
prising spirit for which the inhabitants of this island 
have long been remarkable. It is this which has 
enabled us to baffle all tlie arts of oppression, and to 
maintain for centuries liberties which no other nation 
has ever possessed. And it is this which has fostered 
and upheld those great municipal privileges, which, 
whatever be their faults, have, at least, tiie invalu- 
able merit of accustoming free men to the exercise 
of power, giving to citizens the management of 
their own city, and perpetuating the idea of inde- 
pendence, by preserving it in a living type, and by- 
enlisting in its support the interests and affections 
of individual men. 

But the habits of self-government which, under these 
circumstances, were cultivated in England, were, under 
opposite circumstances, neglected in France. The 


were unwilling to seek their alliance. The resiut was, 
that, amid a great variety of forms and names, society, 
was, in reality, only divided into two classes — the upper 
and the lower, the protectors and the protected. And, 
looking at the ferocity of the prevailing manners, it is 
not too much to say, that in France, under the feudal 
. system, every man was either a tyrant or a slave. 

Indeed, in most instances, the two characters were 
' combined ixi the same person. For, the practice of 
subinfeudation, which in our country was actively 
checked, became in France almost universal. By this, 
the great lords having granted lands on condition of 
fealty and other services to certain persons, these last 
aubgranted them ; that is, made them over on similar 
■ conditions to oAer persons, who had likewise the 
power of bestowing them on a fourth party, and so on 


FRANCE AND ENGLAND 


93 



ill an endless series j tlms forming a long cliam of 
dependence, and,, as it were, organiaiiig submission into 
a system. In England, on the other hand, such 
arrangements ’tvere so unsiiited to the general state ot 
affairs, that it is doubtful if they were ever carried on 
to any extent ; and, at all events, it is certain that, in 
the reign of Edward I., they were finally stopped by 
the statute known to lawyere a.s Quia emptores. 

d'hus early was there a great social divergence be- 
tiveen France and England, The consequences of this 
were still more obvious when, in the fourteenth century, 
the feudal system rapidly decayed in both countries. 
For in England, the principle of protection being 
feeble, men were in some degree accustomed to self- 
government ; and they were able to hold fast by those 
^eat institutions which would have been ill adapted to 
the more obedient habits of the French people. Our 
municipal privileges, the rights of our yeomanry, and 
the security of our copyholders were, from the four- 
teenth to the seventeenth centuries, the three most 
important guarantees for the liberties of England. 

In France such guarantees were impossible. The real 
division being between those who were noble, and 
those who were not noble, no room was loft for the 

lu "Originally there was no limit to subiofaudstion." 
Brou^anfa Polii. Philos, vol. i. p. 279. 

iWThe history of the decay of that once most important 
class, tho English yeomanry, is an iatoreating subject, and ono 
for which I have collected oonsidarable materials ; at present, 
I will only say, that its deolino was first diatinotly perceptible 
in the latter half of the seventeenth century, and was con- 
summatod by the rapidly-increa-sing power of the eoxnmercial 
and nianvifaoturing classes early in the eighteenth century. 
After losing their in tluenoo their tmmbera naturally diminished, 
and they made way for other bodies of men, whose habits of 
mind were less prejudiced, and therefore better suited to that 
new state which society assumed in the last age. I mention 
this, because some writers regret the almost total da.struotion 
of the yeoman freeholders ; overlooking the fact that they are 
disappeai-ing, not in consequonoe of any violent revolution or 
stretch of tmbitrai'y power, but simply by the general march of 
affairs, society doing away with what it no longer requires, 
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establisihment of intervening- clafsses ; but all were 
compelled to fall into one of these tw-o great ranks. 
The French never had- anything answering to our 
yeomanry ; nor were copyholders recognized by their 
laws. And although they attempted to introduce into 
their country municipal institutions, all such efforts 
were futile ; for, while they copied the forms of liberty, 
they lacked that hold and sturdy spirit by which almio 
liberty can be secured. They had, indeed, its image 
and superscription ; but they wanted tbe sacred lire 
that warms tlie image into life. Everything else they 
possessed. The show and appliances of freedom were 
there. Charters were granted to their towns, and 
privileges conceded to their magistrates. All, how- 
ever, was useless. For it is not by the wax and parch- 
ment of lawyers that the independence of men can he 
preserved. Such things are the mere e.xteruala ; they 
set off liberty to advantage ; they are as its dre.ss and 
paraphernalia, its holiday-suit in times of peace and 
quiet. But, when the evil days set in, when the 
invasions of desx>otism have begun, liberty will be 
retained, not by those xvho can show the oldest deeds 
and tlie largest charters, but by those who have been 
most iimred to habits of independence, most accus- 
tomed to think and act for themselves, and most 
regardless of that insidious protection which the upper 
classes have always been so ready to. bestow, that, iii 
many countries, they have now left nothing worth the 
trouble to protect. 

And so it was in France. The towns, with few 
exceptions, fell at the first shock ; and the citizens lost 
those municipal privileges which, not being grafted on 
the national character;, it was found impossible to pre- 
, serve. In the same way, in our country, power 

* naturally, and by the mere force of the democi-atic 

movement, fell into the hands of the House of Oom- 
' monSj whose authority has ever since, notwithstanding 
' occasional checks, continued to increase at the expense 
, of the more aristocratic parts of the legislature, 'i'ho 
only institution answering to this in France was the 
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ytates-Gcnerni, which, however, had so iittle iiiilueacc 
that, in the opinion of native historians, it was liardly 
to he called an institution at all. Indeed, the French 
vcore, by this time, so accustomed to tlie idea of protec- 
tion, and to the subordination which that idea involves, 
that they were little inclined to uphold an establish- 
ment which, in their constitution, wag the sole repre- 
sentative of the popular olexnent. I'he result was that 
hy the fourteenth century the liberties of EngUshmeu 
were secured ; and , since then, their only concern has 
been to increase what they have already obhiined. Rut, 
in that game century, in France, the protective spirit 
assumed a new form ; the power of the aristocracy was, 
iji a great mexisure, succeeded hy the power of the 
crown; and there began that tendency to centraliza- 
tion which, having been pushed still further, first, 
under Louis XIV., and afterwai'ds under Napoleon, 
has become the bane of the French people. For, by it 
the feudal ideas of superiority and subtnissioa have 
long survived that barbarous age to which aloiie they 
were suited. Indeed, by their transmigration, they 
seem to have gained fresh strength. In France, every 
thing is referred to one common centre, in which all 
civil functions are absorbed.' All improvements, of any 
importance, all schemes for bettering even the material 
condition of the people, must receive the sanction of 
government ; the local authorities not being considered 
equal to such arduous bisks. In order that inferior 
magistrates may not abuse their power, no power is 
conferred upoJi them. The exercise of independent 
jurisdictixm is almost unknown. Every thing that, is 
done must he done at headquarters. The government 
is believed to see everything, know everything,' and 
provide for everything. To enforce this monstrous 
monopoly, there has been contrived » machinery well 
worthy of the design. The entire eountrjr is covered 
hy an immense array of officials,^’-® who, jn the regu- 


The number of civil functionaries in France, who. are paid' 
by tho government to trouble the people, passes all l)ejiof, 


■ 




ff 


PROTECTIVE SPIRIT IN 


larity of their hierarchy, and in the order of their 
deKceziding series, form an admirable emblem of that 
fezzdal principle, which, ceasing to be territorial, has 
now become personal. In fact, the whole business of 
the state is conducted on the supposition that no mati 
either knows his own interest or is fit to take care of 
himself. So paternal are the feelings of government, 
so eager for the welfare of its subjects, that it has 
drawn within its jurisdiction the most rare, as well as 
the most ordinary, actions of life. In order that the 
French may not make imprudent wills, it has limited 
the right of bequest ; andi for fear that they should 
bequeath their property wrongly, it prevents them from 
bequeathing the greater part of it at all. In order that 
society may be protected by its police, it has directed 
that no one shall travel without a passport. And when 
men are actually travelling, they are met at every turn 
hj'^ the same interfering spirit, which, under pretence 
of protecting their persons, shackles their liberty. Into 
another matter, far more serious, the French have 
cai'ried the same principle. Such is their anxiety to 
protect society against criminals, that, when an 
offender is placed at the bar of one of their couz’ts, 
there is exhibited a spectacle, which it is no idle boast 
to say, we, in England, could not tolerate for a single 
hour. There is seen a great public magistrate, by 
whom the prisoner is about to be tried, examining him 
in order to ascertain his supposed guilt, re-examining 
him, cross-examining him, performing the duties, not 
of a judge, hut of a prosecutor, and bringing to bear 
against the unhappy man all the authority of his 

being estimated, at different periods during the present 
century, at from 188,000 to upwards of 800,000, Tocqumlle, 
da la D&mocratie, vol. i p. 220; Alison's Europe, vol. xiv. 
pp. 127, 140 ; Kay's Condition of the People, vol. i, p. 272 ; 
Lainy's KoUs, 2d series, p. 185. Mr Laing, writing in 1850, 
says; “In Prance, at the expulsion of Louis-Philippe, the 
.civil functionaries were stated to amount to 807,030 in- 
dividuals.” 
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judicial positionj all his professional snbtlety, all his 
experkuiee:, all the dexterity of his practised iinder- 
Btaudinj:if, This is, perliaps, the most alarming of the 
matiy instiuices in wliich tiie tendeticies of the French 
intellect are shown ; hecause it supplies a machinery 
ready for the purposes of absolute })ower ; because it 
brings the administration of justice into disrepute, by 
associating with it an idea of unfairness ; Jind because 
it injures that calm and equable, temper, which it is 
impossible fully to maintain under a .sy.stem that makes 
a magistrate an advocate, and turns the judg-e into a 
partizau. lJut this, mischievous as it is, only foi’ins 
part of a far larger scheme. For, to the method by 
wbicli criminals are discovered, there is added an 
analogous method, by which crime is prevented. With 
this view, the people, even in their ordinary amuse- 
ments, are watched and carefully superintended. Lest 
they should harm each other by some sudden indis- 
cretion, precautions are taken similar to those with 
which a father might surround his children. In their 
fairs, at their theatres, their concerts, and their other 
places of public resort, there are always present soldiers, 
who are sent to see that no mischief is done, that there 
is no ' unnecessary crowding, that no one use.s harsh 
language, that no one quarrels with his neighbour. 
Nor does the vigilance of goverument stop there, 
Even the education of children is brought under the 
control of the state, instead of being regulated by the 
judgment of masters or parents, And tlie whole plan 
is executed with such energy, that, as the French while 
men are never let alone, just so while children they are 

iw The govcrnnieut in .France possesses control over all the 
education of the country, with the exception of the colleges for 
the education of the clergy, which are termed seminaries, and 
their subordinate institutions.” Report on the State, of superior 
Education in France, in 184.‘J, in Journal of Statist. Soc., vol. vi. 
p. 304, On the steps taken during the power of Napoleon, see 
Alison’s Europe, yol. yiii. p. 203 : “ Nearly the whole education 
of the empire was brought oifoctually under the direction and 
appointment of govo.rnmcut.” 
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never left alone, At the same tiine^ it being reason- 
ably sn])|)Ose<i that adults thus kept in pupilage cannot 
be proper judges of their own food, the government 
has provided for this also. Its prying eye follows the 
butcher to the shambles, and the btiker to the oven. 
By its paternal hand meat is examined lest it should 
be bad, and bread is weighed lest it should be light. 
In slun-tj without multiplying instances, with which 
most readers must be familiar, it is enough to say that, 
in Franco, as in every country wdiere the protective 
principle is active, the government has established a 
monopoly of the worst kind ; a monopoly which comes 
homo to the business and bosoms of men, follows them 
in their daily avocations, troubles them with its petty, 
meddling spirit, and, what is worse than all, diminishes 
their responsibility to themselves ; thus depriving them 
of what is the only real education that most minds 
receive, — the constant necessity of providing for future 
contingencies, and the habit of grappling with the 
difficulties of life. 

The consequence of all this has been, that the French, 
though a great and splendid people, — a people full of 
mettle, high spirited, abounding in knowledge, and 
perhaps less oppressed by superstition than any other 
in Europe, — have always been found unlit to exercise 
political power. Even when they have possessed it, 
they have never been able to combine permanence 
with liberty. One of these two elements has always 
been wanting. They have had free governments, which 
have not been stable. They have had stable govern- 
mcxits, which have not been free. Owing to their 
fearless temper, they have rebelled, and no doubt will 
continue to rebel, against so evil a condition. But it 
does not need the tongue of a prophet to tell that, for 
at least some generations, all such efforts must be un- 

5 IB Much attention, is paid to the mrveUktme of impils ; it 
being' a fundamental principle of French education, that 
children should never be left alone.” Rapwt, on yeneml 
Education in France in 1842, in Journal of UtatUt, Soc., vol. 
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siujcessftil. For iiieu can lanver ho free, unless they are 
cilucated to froe<!om. Anti this is not the educaliou 
M'hich is to be found in schtjolsj or gained from h(.H)ks ; 
hut it is that which consists in self-discipline, in self- 
rcdiaiK-e, and in sid^overntnent. Tiicse, in Kngliirid 
are matters of hereditary descent — traditional liahits, 
whic-h wc imbibe in our youth, and winch regulate ur 
in the conduct of liie. 'ilie (d«l associations of the 
French all point in another direction. At the slightest 
difficulty, they call oji the govennnent for support. 
W'hat with us is coni[>etiti<Hi, with them is monopoly. 
That which wc ett'ec-t by private companies, they effect 
hy public boards. I’bey cannot cut a canal, or lay 
dovtui a railroad without appealing to the govennnent 
for aid. With tliern, the people look to the rulei's ; 
with us, the rulers loidc to the people. \Fith them, the 
executive i.s the cetitre from which society radiates.^*® 
With ns, society is the instigator, and the e.xeeutive the 
organ. The dill'erence in the rc.sult has eorresjioiuied 
with the difference in the proces.s. Wq> iiave been 
made fit for political power, by the long exercise of 
civil rights. 'Hiey, neghuding the exercise, think they 
can at once begin with the power. We have always 
shown a detei-mination to uphold our liberties, ancL, 

. when the times are fitting, to iixcrease them ; and this 
we have done with a decency and a gravity natural to 
men to wJiom siicdi subjects have long been familiar. 
But the French, alway.s treated aa children, are, in 

f olitical matters, children still. And as th<jy have 
aiidled the most weighty conceni.s in that gay and 
volatiie. spirit which adorns their lighter literature, it 


■’'<'> It is to the activity of this protoetivo and contraHMirig 
spirit that wo must ascriki, what a voi’v great authority iioviced 
thirty yoara a,u;i), as “ lo diJfaiit do spontoiieTitii, qui earaotfirlse ■ 
Ics institutions do la Franco inodei'iio.*’ Insttt. Judie. 

vol. iv. p. Ttod. It is also this which, in. liter.atnre and in 
.scirsnee, makes thorn favour the eatahlishmenfc of acadeinioH ; 
and it is probal'l;;' to tho same principle! that tlioir jurists owe 
thoir lovo of cod'ilication. All those are vnanifetatioiia of an 
unwiliingness to roly on tho general inarch of affairs, _ and show 
an unduo contempt for tho unaided conclusions of private men.- 
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is no wonder that they have failed in matters where the 
first condition of success is^ that men should, have been 
long accustomed to rely upon their own energies^ and 
that before they try their skill in a political struggle^ 
their resoui-ces should have been sharpened by that 
preliminary discipline^ which a contest with the diffi- 
culties of civil life can never fail to impart, 

These are among the considerations by which we 
must be guided^ in estimating the probable destinies of 
the great countifies of Europe. But what we are now 
rather concerned with is^ to notice how the opposite 
tendencies of Finance and England long continued to 
be displayed in the condition and treatment of their 
aristocracy ; and how from this there naturally followed 
some strildug differences between the war conducted 
by the Fronde, and that waged by the Long Parlia- 
ment. 

When, in the fourteenth century, the authority 
of the French kings began rapidly to increase, the 
political influence of the nobility was, of course, 
correspondingly diminished. What, however, proves 
the extent to which their power had taken root, 
is the undoubted fact, that, notwithstanding this to 
them unfavourable circumstance, the people were 
never able to emancipate themselves from their con- 
trol. The relations the nobles bore to the throne 
became entirely changed ; that which they bore to tlie 
people remained almost the same. In England,' slavery, 
or viilenage, as it is mildly termed, quickly diminished, 
and was extinct by the end of the sixteenth century. 

n7 Mably (Obsea-vations, vol, iii. pp. 154, 165, 352-362) has 
collected some striking evidence of the tyranny of the French 
nobles in the sixteenth century. In the eighteenth century, 
matters wore somewhat bettor ; but still the subordination was 
excessive, and the people were poor’, ill-treated, and miserable. 

ns Mr Eccleston (JUnglish Antig, p. 138) says, that in 1450 
“viilenage had almost passed away;’’ and according to Mr 
Thornton {Over-Population, p. 182), “Sir Thomas Smith, who 
wrote about the year 1550, declares that he had never met 
with any personal or domestic slaves ; and that the villains, or 
predial slaves, still - to be found, were so few, as to be scarcely 


FRANCE AND .ENGLAND 


m 


In Fi'anco, it lirif^ered on two hundred years laterj, ami 
only destroy <!(1 in that great Revolution hy ■wliicli 
the possessors of ill-gotten power were csilk^ to so 
sharp an account. Tlma_, too, until tl\e lust seventy 
years, the nobles were iii Fi'ance exempt from those 
onerous ttixcs which oppressed the people. The taillo 
and corvee were heavy and g^ic^'o^s exactions, bnt 
they fell solely on men of ignoble birth; for the 
French aristocracy, lieing a high and chivalrous race, 
would have deemed it an insult to their illustrious 
descent, if they had been taxed to the same amount as 
those whom they despised as their inferiors.^*® Indeed, 
averjdhing tended to nurture this general contempt. 
Everything was contrived to humble one class, and 
exalt the other. Foi* the nobles there were reserved 
the best appointments in the church, and also the mo.st 
important inilihiry posts. The privilege of entering 
the army as officers was confined to them ; and they 
alone possessed a prescriptive right to belong to the 
cavalry. At the same time, and to avoi<l the leinst 
chance of confusion, an equal vigilance was displayed 
in the most trifling matters, and care was taken to 
prevent any similarity, oven in the amusements of the 
two classes’ To such a pitch was this brought, that 
in many parts of Franco, the right of having an aviary 
or a dovecote depended entirely on a man’s rank ; and 
no Frenchman, wliatever his wealth might he, could 
keep pigeons, unless ho were a noble ; it being con- 
sidered that these recreations were too elevated for 
persons of plebeian origin. 

(hrcumstancos like tlieso are valuable, as evidence of 

worth mentioning.” Mr Hallam can find no “unequivoeal 
testimony to the existence of villenage” later than If)?!. • 
Middle Ay®, vol, ii. p. 312. If, however, my _ memory does 
not deceive me, I have met with evidence of it in the reign of 
James I>, bnt 1 cannot reeall the passage. 

no So deeply rooted were these feelings, that even in 1789, 
the very year the Revolution broke out, it was doomed a great 
concoasion that the nobles “will consent, indeed, to equal 
taxation.” See a letter from Jefferson to Jay, dated Paris, 
May 9th, 1789, in Jef man’s Corresp. voL ii. pp. !62, 483, 


102 


PEOTECTIVE SPIRIT IN 


the state of society to wWch they beloQg ; and their 
importance will become peculiarly pbvious^ when we 
compare them with the opposite condition of England. 

For in England, neither these nor any similar distinc- 
tions have ever been known. The spirit of which our 
yeomanry, copyholders, and free burgesses were the 
representatives,* proved far too strong for those pro- 
tective and monopolizing principles, of which the 
aristocracy are the guardians in politics and the clergy 
in religion. And it is to the successful opposition 
made by these feelings of individual independence, 
that we owe our two greatest national acts — our Re- 
formation in the sixteenth, and our Rebellion in the 
seventeenth century. Before, however, tracing the 
steps taken in these matters, there is one other point 
of view to which I wish to call attention, as a further 
illustration of the early and radical difference between 
France and England. 

In the eleventh century there arose the celebrated 
institution of chivairy,^^® which was to manners what 
feudalism was to politics. This connexion is clear, 
not only from the testimony of coutemppraides, but 
also from two general considerations. In the first 
place, chivalry was so highly aristocratic that no one 
could even receive knighthood unless lie were of noble 
birth ; and the pi*eliminary education which was held 
to be necessary was carried on cither in schools ap- 
pointed by the nobles, or else in their own baronial 
castles, In the second jdace, it was essentially a 
protective, and not at all a reforming institution. It 
was contrived with a view to remedy certain oppres- 
sions, as they successively arose; opposed in this 

^0 M. Guizot (Oiifzlis. m France, vol. iii. pp. 349-354) has 
attempted to trace it back to an earlier period ; but he ap- 
X>ears to have failed, though of course its germs may be e.'isiiy 
found. According to some writers it originated in northern 
Europe ; according to others in Arabia ! 

121 “ In some places . there were schools appointed by the 
nobles of the country, but most freqiiontly their own castles 
served.” Mills’ Jlist. of Clmalry, vol, i. p, 31. 
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respect to the reforming spirit^ which;, being remedial 
ratlier than palliative^ strikes at the root of an evil by 
humbling the class from which the evil proceeds, pass- 
ing over individual cases in ordex’ to direct its attention 
to general causes. But chivalry, so far from doing this, 
was in fact a fusion of the aristocratic and the ecclesi- 
astical forms of the protective spirit,^®® For, by intro- 
ducing among the nobles the principle of knighthood, 
which, being pex'sonal, could never he bequeathed, it ; 

presented a point at which the ecclesiastical doctrine 
of celibacy could coalesce with the aristocratic doctrine 
of hereditary descent. Out of this coalition sprung 
results of great moment. It is to this that Europe | 

owes those orders, half aristocratic, half religious,*®^ ; 

the Knights Templars, the Ivnights of St James, the [ 

Knights of St J ohn, the Knights of St Michael : estab- | 

lishments which inflicted the greatest evils on society ; | 

and w'hose members, combining analogous vices, | 

enlivened the superstition of monks with the debauchery [i 

of soldiers. As a natural consequence, an immense t 

number of noble knights were solemnly pledged to 
“■^defexid the church^'; an ominous expression, the 
meaning of which is too well known to the readers of , 
ecclesiastical hi, story. Thus it was that chivalry, . 

122 This combination of knighthood and religious rites is 
often ascribed to the crusades; but there is good evidence 
that it took place a little earlier, and imist be i-eferrod to the 
latter half of the eleventh century. 

123 The inliuenco of this on the nobles is rather exaggerated 
by Mr Mills ; who, on tho other hand, has not noticed how the 
unhereditary element was favourable to tho ecclesiastical spirit. 

Millft' Hist, of Chivalry, vol. i. pp. 15, 389, voL ii. p. 169 ; a 
work interesting as an assemblage of facts, but almost useless 
as a philosophic estimate. 

32-1 “In their origin all the military ordere, and most of the 
religious ones, were entirely aristocratic.” Mills' Hist, of 
Chivalry, vol. i. p. 336. 

12 S Mills’ Hist, of Chivalry, voL i. pp. 148, 333. About the year 
1127, St Bernard wrote a discoursse in favour of the Knights 
Templars, in which “he extols this order as a combination of 
monasticisnx and knighthood. ... He describes the design of 
it as being to give the military order and knighthood a serious 
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utiiting the hostile principles of celibacy and noble 
blrthj became the incarnation of the spirit of the two 
classes to which those principles belonged. 'VFhatever 
benefit, therefore, this institution may have conferred 
upon manners,*-'* there can be no doubt that it actively 
contributed to keep men in a state of pupilage, and 
stopped the march of society by ijrolonging the term of 
its infancy.*^' 

On tliis account it is evident, that whether we look 
at the immediate or at the remote tendency of chivalry, 
its strength and duration become a measure of the pre- 
dominance of the protective spirit. If, with this vie\v, 
we compare France and England, -we shall find fresh 
proof of the early divergence of those countries. 
Tournaments, the first open expression of chivalry, are 
of French origin. The greatest and, indeed, the only 
two great describers of chivalry are Joiuville and 
Froissart, both of whom were Frenchmen. Bayard, 
that famous chevalier, who is always considered as the 
last representative of chivalry, was a Frenchman, and 

Christian direction, and to convert war into something that Qod 
might approve.” Neander's Eist. of tht Qkurch, vol. vii. p, 358. 
To this may be added, that, early in the thirteenth century, 
a chivalric association was formed, and afterwards merged in 
tho Dominican order, called the Militia of Christ. 

Several writers asoribo to chivalry the merit of softening 
manners, and of increasing the influence of women. That thei*e 
was such a tendency is, I think, indisputable ; but it has been 
gi’eatly exaggerated ; and an author of considerable reading on 
those subjects says, “ The rigid treatment shown to prisoners 
of war in ancient times strongly marks the ferocity and unculti- 
vated manners of our ancestors, and that even to ladies of high 
rank ; notwithstanding the homage said to have been paid to 
the fair sex in those days of chivalry.” 6Vose’s Military Anti- 
quities, vol. ii. p. 114. 

12 ^ Mr Hallam {Middle Ayes, vol. ii. p. 464) says, “A third 
reproach may bo made to the character of knighthood, that it 
widened the separation between the different classes of society, 
and confirmed that aristocratical spirit of high birth, by vrhich 
the large mass of mankind were kept in unjust degradation.” 

They were first introduced into England m the reign of 
Stephen. Lingardls England, vol. ii. p. 27. 
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was killed when figliting for Francis I. Nor was it 
xmtil nearly forty years after his death that tourna- 
ments were finally abolished in Prance^ the last one 
having been held in 1500.*®® 

But in England, the protective spirit being much less 
active thau in France, we should expect to find that 
cliivalry, as its offspring, had less influence. And such 
was reaUy the case. The honours that were paid to 
knights, and the social distinctions by which they were 
separated from the other classes, were never so great in 
our country as in France.*® As men became more free, 
the little respect they had for such matters still further 
diminished. In the thirteenth century, and indeed in 
the very reign in which burgesses were first returned to 
parliament, the leading symbol of chivalry fell into 
such disrepute, that a law was passed obliging certain 
persons to accept that rank of knighthood which in 
other nations was one of the highest objects of ambi- 
tion.*®* In the fourteenth century, this was followed by 
another blow, which deprived knighthood of its ex- 

329 Mr Hallam (Middle A^es, vol. ii. p. 470) says theywere 
“entirely di.seoritinued in France" in consequence of the death 
Bf Homy 11, ; but according to Mills' Hist, of Chivalry, vol. ii. 
p. 226, they lasted the next year ; when another fatal accident 
occuriod, aud “tournaments ceased for ever.” 

330 Mr Hallam (Middle Ages, vol. ii. p. 467) observes, that the 
knight, as compared with other classo.s, “was addressed by 
titles of more respect. There v;as swi, however, so itmeh distinc- 
tion in Mngland as in France,” The great honour paid to 
knights in Franco is noticed by Daniel [Milice Frangaise, vol. 
i. pp. 128, 129) ; and Herder (ideen zur Oeschichte, vol. iv. pp. 
266, 267) says, that m France chivalry flourished more than in 
any other country. The same remark is made by Bismondi 
(f/wiS. des J'Vftftfaw, vol. iv. p. 198). 

131 The Staintum des Militibus, in 1307, was perhaps the first 
recognition of this. But we have positive evidence that com- 
pulsory knighthood existed in the reign of Henry HI. ; or at 
least that those who refused it wore obliged to pay a fine. Lord 
Lyfctleton, evidently puzzled, says, “ Indeed it seems a deviation 
from the original principle of this institution. For one cannot 
but think it a veiy great inconsistency, that a dignity, which 
was deemed an accession of honour to kings themselves, should 
bs forced upon any," 
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clusively military character ; the custom having grown 
u}) in the reign of Edward III. of conferring it on the 
judges in the courts of law, thus turning a warlike title 
into a civil honour. Finally, before the end of the 
fifteenth century, the spirit of chivalry, in France still 
at its height, was in our country extinct, and this 
mischievous institution had become a subject for ridi- 
cule even among the people themselves. To these 
circumstances we may add two others, which seem 
^vorthy of observation. The first is, that the French, 
notwithstanding their many admirable qualities, have 
always been more remarkable for personal vanity than 
the English ; a peculiarity partly referrihle to those 
chivalric traditions which even their occasional re- 
publics have been unable to destroy, and which makes 
them attach undue importance to external distinctions, 
by which I mean, not only dress and manners, hut also 
medals, ribands, stars, crosses, and the like, which we, 
a prouder people, have never held in such high esti- 
mation. 1 he other circumstance is, that duelling has 
from the beginning been more popular in France than 
in England ; and as this is a custom which we owe to 

132 In Mill’s Hist, of Chivalry, vol. ii. p. 154, it is said, that 
“the jiidges of the courts of law ” were first knighted in the 
reign of Edward III, 

isa jvir Mills [Hist, of Chivalry, vol. ii. pp. 99, 100) has piinted 
a curious extract from a lamentation over the de.str notion of 
chivalry, written in tho reign of Edward IV. ; but ho has over- 
looked a still more singular instance. This is a popular' ballad, 
written in the middle of the fifteenth century, and called the 
Tournament of Tottenham, in which tho follies of chivalry are 
admirably ridiculed. According to Turner [Hist, of E%gland, 
voL vi. p. 303), “the ancient books of chivalry wore laid aside” 
about the reign of Henry VT, 

1S4 iiiiis is not a mere popular opinion, but rests upon a largo 
amount of evidence, supplied by competent and impartial 
observers. Addison, who was a lenient a.s well as an able 
judge, and who had lived much among the Erench, calls them 
“tho vainest nation in the world.” Letter to Bishop Hcynyh, in 
Aihm’s Life of Addison, vol. i. p. 90. N-apoleon says, “ vanity 
is the ruling principle of the French.” Alison’s Hist, of Europe, 
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chivalry^ the difFerence in this respect between the t’wo 
countries supplies another link in that long chain of 
evidence hy which wo must estimate their national 
fcenrieucies,^'^'"' 

The old associations^ of which these fects are hut the 
external expression^ now continued to act with increas- 
ing vigour. In Franco^ the protectii'e spirit, carried 
into religion, was strong enough to resist the Reforma- 
tion, and preserve to the clergy the forms, at least, of 
their ancient supremacy. In England, the pride of 
men, and their habits of self-reliance, enabled them to 
mature into a system what is called the right of private 
judgment, hy which some of the most cherished tradi- 
tions were eradicated ; and this, as we have already 
seen, being quickly succeeded, first hy scepticism, and 
then by toleration, prepared the way for that subordina- 
tion of the church to the state, for which we are pre- 
eminent, and without a rival, among the nations of 
Europe. The very same tendency, acting in politics, 
displayed analogous results. Oar ancestors found no 
difficulty in humbling the nobles, and reducing them 
to comparative insignificance. The wars of the Roses, 
hy breaking up the leading families into two hostile 
tactions, aided this movement ; and, after the reign 
of Edward IV., there is no instance of any Englishman, 

iss Tho relation between chivalry and duelling has been 
noticed by several writers, and in Franco, where the chivalric 
spirit was not completely destroyed until tho revolution, we 
hud occasional traee.s of this connexion oven in the reign of 
Louis XVI. Seo, for instaneo, in Mhn. de LafayetiCt voL i. p. 
86, a curious letter in regard to chivalry and duelling in ^78. 
In England there is, I believe, no evidence of even a single 
private duel being fought earlier than the sixteenth century, 
.and there were not many till the latter half of Elizabeth’s reign ; 
but in France tho custom arose early in the fifteenth century, 
and in the sixteenth it became usual for the seconds to fight 
as w’ell as the principals. From that time the love of the 
French for duelling became qmte a passion until the end of 
the eighteenth century, when the Hevolution, or rather the 
circumstances which led to the Revolution, caused its com- 
parative cessation. 
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even of the highest rank;, venturing to carry on those 
private wars, by which, in other countries, the great 
lords still disturbed the peace of society. When the 
civil contests subsided, the same spirit displayed itself 
in the policy of Henry VII. and Heiiry Vlil. For, 
those princes, despots as they were, mainly oppressed 
the highest classes ; and even Heniy VIII., notwith- 
standing his barbarous cruelties, was loved by the 
people, to whom his reign was, on the whole, decidedly 
beneficial. Then thei’e came the Reformation ; which, 
being an uprising of the human mind, was essentially a 
rebellious movement, and thus increasing the insubor- 
dination of men, sowed, in the sixteenth century, the 
seeds of those great political revolutions which, in the 
seventeenth century, broke out in nearly every part of 
Europe. The connexion between these two revolution- 
ary epochs is a subject full of interest ; but, for the 
purpose of the present chapter, it will be sufficient to 
notice such events, during the latter half of the six- 
teenth century, as explain the sympathy between the 
ecclesiastical and aristocratic classes, and prove how the 
same cii'cumstances that were fatal to the one, also pre- 
pared the way for the downfall of the other. 

When Elizabeth ascended the throne of England, a 
large majority of the nobility were opposed to the Pro- 
testant religion. This we know from the most decisive 
evidence ; and, even if we had no such evidence, a general 
acquaintance with human nature would induce us to sus- 
pect that such was the case. For, the aristocraeji', by the 
very conditions of their existence, must, as a body, always 
he averse to innovation. And this, not only because by 
a change they have much to lose and little to gain, but 
because some of their most pleasurable emotions are con- 
nected with the past rather than with the present. In 
the collision, of actual life, their vanity is sometimes 
offended by the assumptions of inferior men ; it is fre- 
quently wounded by the successful competition of able 

138 < ‘ jast instance of a pitched battle between two power- 
ful noblemen in England occurs in the reign of Edward IV.” 
AUm on tht l^rerogaMve, p. 123. 
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men. These are mortifications to which, in the progress 
of society, their liability is constantly increasing. But 
the moment they turn to the past, they see in those 
good old times which are now gone by, many sources 
of consolation. There they find a period in which their 
glory is without a rival. When they look at their 
pedigrees, their quartering^, their escutcheons ; when 
they think of the purity of their blood, and the 
antiquity of their ancestors, — they experience a com- 
fort which ought amply to atone for any present in- 
convenience. The tendency of this is very obvious, and 
has shown itself in the history of every aristocracy the 
world has yet seen. Men who have worked themselves 
to so extravagant a pitch, as to believe that it is any 
honour to have one ancestor who came over with the 
Normans, and another ancestor who was present at 
the first invasion of Ireland, — men who have reached 
this ecstasy of the fancy are not disposed to stop there^ 
hut, by a process with which most minds are familiar, 
they generalize their view ; and, even on matters not 
immediately connected with their fame, they acquire a 
habit of associating grandeur with antiquity, and of 
measuring value by age ; thus transferring to the past 
an admiration which otherwise they might reserve for 
the present. 

The connexion between these feelings and those 
which animate the clei-gy is very evident. Wiat the 
nobles are to politics, that are the priests to religion. 
Both classes, constantly appealing to the voice of 
antiquity, rely mncli on tradition, and make great 
account of upholding established customs. Both take 
for granted that what is old is better than what is new ; 
and that in former times there were means of discover- 
ing truths respecting government and theology which 
we, in these degenerate ages, no longer possess. And 
it may be added, that the similarity of their functions 
follows from the similarity of their principles. Both 
are eminently protective, stationary, or, as they are 
sometimes called, conservative. It is believed that the 
aristocracy guard the state against revolution, and that 
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the ciorgy keep the church from error. The first are 
the enemies of reformers ; the others are the scourge 
of : hereti<!s. 

It does not enter into the province of this Introdue- ; 
tion. to examine how far these principles are reasonable^ 
or to inquire into the propriety of notions which sup- ; 
pose tliatj on certain subjects of immense iinportancej 
men are to remain stationary^ while on all other 
subjects they are constantly advancing. But what 1 
now rather wish to point out, is the manner in which , 
in the reign of Elizabeth, the two great conservative 
ainl protective classes Avere Aveakeiied by that vast 
movement, the llefoi-mation, which, though completed 
in the sixteenth century, had been prepared by a long 
chain of intellectual antecedents. 

Whatever the prejudices of some may suggest, it will 
he admitted by all unbiased judges, that the Protestant 
Reformation was neither more nor less than an open 
rebellion. Indeed, the mere mention of private 
judgment, on Avhich it was avowedly based, is enough 
to substantiate this fact. To establish the right of 
prh^ate judgment, was to appeal from the church to 
individuals ; it was to increase the play of each man's 
intellect ; it was to test the opinions of the priesthood 
by the opinions of laymen ; it was, in fact, a idsing of 
the scholars against their teachers, of the ruled against 
their rulers. And although the Reformed clergy, so 
soon as they had organized themselves into a hierarchy, ; 
did undoubtedly abandon the great principle with 
AA'hich they started, and attempt to impose articles and 
canons of their own contrivance, still, this ought not 
to blind us to the merits of the Reformation itself. 
The tyranny of the Church of England, during the 
reign of Elizabeth, and still more during the reigns of 
her two successors, was but the natural consequcuoe 
of that corruption which power ah^’-ays begets in those : 
who wield it, and docs not lessen the imijorfcaiice of 
the movement by which the power was originally 
obtained. For, men could not forget that, tried by 
•the old theological theory, the Church of England Avas 
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a schismatic establish inent^ and could only defend 
itself from the cliarg'e of heresy by appealing' to that 
private judgment, to the exei’cise of which it owed its 
existence, but of the rights of which its own proceed- 
ings were a constant infraction. It was evident, that 
if, in religious matters, private judgment were supreme, 
it became a high spiritual crime to issue any articles, 
or to take any measure, by which that judgment could 
be tied up ; while, on the other hand, if the right of 
private judgment were not supreme, the Church of 
England was guilty of apostasy, inasmuch as its 
founders did, by virtue of the interpretation which 
their own private judgment made of the Bible, abandon 
tenets which they had hitherto held, stigmatize those 
tenets as idolatrous, and openly renounce their 
allegiance to what had for centuries been venerated ae 
the catholic and apostolic church. 

This \vas a simple alternative ; which might, indeed, 
be kept out of sight, but could not be refined away, 
and most assuredly has never been, forgotten. The 
memory of the great truth it conveys was preserved by 
the writings and teachings of the I’uritans, and by 
those habits of thought natural to an inquisitive age. 
And wlion the fullness of time had come, it did not 
fail to hear its fruit. It continued slowly to fructify ; 
and before tlie middle of the seventeenth century, its 
seed had quickened into a life, the energy of which 
nothing could withstand. That same right of private 
judgment, which the early Reformers had loudly pro- 
claimed, was now pushed to an extent fahil to those 
who opposed it. This it was which, carried into 
X)olitics, overtmmed the government, and, carried 
into religion, upset the church. For, rebellion and 

1”’' Clai’oudon [Eist. of the RehellioV; p. 80), in. a very angry 
Kpirifc, ljut with porfooi truth, notices (under the year 1040) the 
connexion between •“ a proud and venomous dislike against the 
discipline of the Ohurch of England, and so by degrees (as 
the progress is very natural) an equal irreverence to tlie 
government of the state too.” The Spanish, government, 
perhaps, more than any other in Eui’ope, has understood thin 
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heresy are but different forms of the same disregard 
of tradition, the same bold and indei^endent spirit. 
Roth are of tlie nature of a protest made by modem 
ideas against old associations. They are as a struggle 
between the feelings of the present and the memory 
of the past. Without the exercise of private judgment, 
such a contest could never hike place ; the mere 
conception of it could not enter the minds of men, 
nor would they even dream of controlling, by their 
individual energy, those abuses to which all great 
societies are liable. It is, therefore, in the highest 
degree natural, that the exercise of this judgment 
should be opposed by those two powerful classes, who. 
trom their position, their interests, and the habits 
of their mind, are more prone than any other to 
cherish antiquity, cleave to superannuated customs, 
and uphold institutions which, to use their favourite 
language, have been consecrated by the wisdom of 
their fathers. 

From this point of view, we are able to see with 
great clearness the intimate connexion which, at the 
accession of Elizabeth, existed between the English 
nobles and the Catholic clergy. Notwithstanding many 
exceptions, an immense majority of both classes opposed 
the Reformation, because it was based on that right of 
private judgment, of which they, as the jn'otectors of 
old opinions, were the natural antagonists. All this 
can excite no surprise ; it was in the order of things, 
and strictly accordant with the spirit of those two great 
sections of society. Fortunately, however, for our 
country, the thz*one was now occupied by a sovez-oign 
zvho was equal to the emergency, and zvho, instead of 
yielding to the two classes, availed henself of the 
temper of the age to humble them. The manner in 
which this was effected by Elizabeth, in respect, first to 
the Catholic clergy, and afterwards to the Protestant 
relation ; and even so late aa 17S9, an edict of Cluxrles IV 
deolai'ed, “qu’il y a crime d'hdr(Ssie dans tout ce qui tend, on 
contribue, propager los id^es r^volutionnaum " Llormie, 
Hist, de I' Inquisition, voL ii. p. 130. 
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clergVj^^® forms one of the most interesting parts of our 
history; and in an account of the reign of the great 
quocn^ I hope to examine it at considtu-able length. 
At jjresent; it will be sufficient to glance at her policy 
towards the nobles, — that other class with which the 
priesthood, by their interests, opinions, and associations, 
have ahvays much in common. 

.Elizabeth, at her accession to the throne, finding that 
the ancient families afihered to the ancient religion, 
naturally called to her council advisers wlio were more 
likely to uphold the novelties on which tlie age was 
bent. She selected men who, being little burdened by 
past associations, were more inclined to favour present 
interests. The two Bacons, the two Cecils, Knollys, 
Sadler, Smith, Throgmorton, Walsingham, were the 
most eminent statesmen and diplomatists in her reign ; 
but all of them %vere commoners ; only one did she 
raise to the peerage ; and they were certainly nowise 
remarkable, either for the rank 'of their immediate 
connexions, or for the celebrity of their remote 
ancestors. They, however, were recommended to 
Eiiziibeth by their great abilities, and by their detei> 
mination to uphold a religion which the ancient 
aristocracy naturally opposed. And it is observable 
that, among the accusations w'hich the Catholics 
brought against the queen, they taunted her, not 
only with forsaking the old religion, but also with 
neglecting the old nobility,^®® 

iss The general character of her policy towards the Protestant 
English bishops is summed up very fairly by Collier : though 
he, <03 a professional writer, is naturally displeased with her 
disregard for the heads of the church. Collier's Bccles. Hist, of 
Great Britain, vol, vii. pp. 257, 258, edit. Barham, 1840. 

139 One of the charges which, in 1588, Sixtxts V. pnblicly 
brought against Elizabeth, was, that “she hath rejected and 
excluded the ancient nobility, and promoted to honour obscure 
I^eople.” Mem. of the Catholics, vol. ii, p, 4, Paraons 

also I’eproaches her with her low-hom ministers, and says that 
she was influenced “hy five persons in particular — all of them 
sprung from the earth — Bacon, Cecil, Dudley, Hatton and 
Walsingham.” Butler, vol. ii. p. 31. Oardipal Allen taunted 
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Nor does it require much acquaintance with the 
history of the time to see the justice of this charge. 
Whatever explanation wo may choose to give of the 
fact, it cannot be denied that, during the reign_ of 
Elizabeth, there was an open and constant opposition 
between the noble, s and the executive government, 
llie rebellion of 1569 was essentially an aristocratic 
movement ; it was a rising of the great families of the 
north against what they considered the upstart and 
plebeian administration of the queen, The bitterest 
enemy of Elizabeth was certainly Mary of Scotland ; 
and the interests of Mary were publicly defended by 

her with “ disgracing the ancient nobility, erecting base and 
unworthy pereons to all the civil and ecclesiastical dignities.” 
Dodd’s Church History, edit. Tierney, 1840, vol. iii. appendix, 
no. xii. p, xlvi. The same influential writer, in Ms Admonition, 
said that she had injured England, “by great contempt and 
abasing of the ancient nobility, repelling them from due. 
government, ofiSces, and places of honour.” AllerCs Admoni- 
tion to iht Nahility and People of England and Ireland, 1688 
(reprinted London, 1842), p. xv. 

To the philosophic historian this rebellion, though not 
sufBoiently appreciated by ordinary writers, is a very important 
study, because it is the last attempt over made by the great 
English families to establish their authoiity by force of arms. 
Mr Wright says, that probably all those who took a leading 
part in it “ were allied by blood or intermarriage with the two 
families of the Percies and Nevilea.” Wright's Elizabeth, 1838, 
voi, i. p. xxxiv. ; a valuable work. 

Bub the most complete evidence we have respecting this 
•siruggle, consists of the collection of original documents 
published in 1840 by Sir C. Sharpe, under the title of Memorials 
ej the Hebellion of They show very clearly the xml 

hatui'e of the outbreak. On 17th November 1569, Sir George 
Bowes writes, that the complaint of the insurgents was that 
“there was certaine counsellors cropen” {i.e. crept) “in 
.'■boxite the prince, which had excluded the nobility from the 
prince,” &c., Memarieds, p. 42 ; and the editor’s note says that 
this is one of the charges made in all the proclamations by the 
earls. Perhaps the most exirious proof of how notox'ious the 
Iiolicy of Elizabeth had become, is contained in a friendly 
lorter from Sussex to Cecil, dated 5th January 1.669 (Mesnm-iah, 
p, 137), on© pai’agraph of which begins, “ Of late years few 
young noblemen have been employed in service.” 
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the Duke of Norfolk, the Earl of Northumherlaud, 
the Earl of Westmoreland, and the Earl of Arundel ; 
while there is reason to believe that her cause was 
secretly favoured by the Marquis of Northampton, the 
Earl of Pembroke, the Earl of Derby, the Earl of Cum- 
berland, the Earl of Shrewsbury, and the Earl of Sussex. 

The existence of this antagonism of interests could 
not escape the sagacity of the English government. 
Cecil, who was the most powerful of the ministers of 
Elizabeth, and who was at the head of affairs for forty 
years, made it pairt of hi,s business to study, the 
genealogies and material resources of the great 
families ; and this he did, not out of idle curiosity, 
hut in order to increase his control over them, or, as 
a great historian says, to let them know “ that his eye 
was upon them.^^^'^^ The queen herself, though too 
fond of power, was by no means of a cruel disposition ; 
but she seemed to delight in humbling the nobles. On 
them her hand fell heavily ; and there is hardly to be 
found a single instance of her pardoning their offences, 
while she punished several of them for acts which 
would now be considered no offences at all. She 
was always unwilling to admit them to authority ; and 
it is unquestionably true that, taking them as a 
class, thejr were during her long and prosperous reign 
treated with unusual disrespect. Indeed, so cleany 
marked was her policy, that when the ducal order 
became extinct, she refused to renew it ; and a 
whole generation passed away to whom the name 
of duke was a mere matter of history, a point 
to be mooted by antiquaries, but with which the 
business of practical life had no concern.^*® Whatever 

Hallani's Const. Hist. , vol. i. p. 241 j an interesting pas- 
sage. Turner {Hist of England, vol, xii. p. 237) says that 
Cecil ' ‘ knew the tendency of the great lords to combine against 
the crown, that they might reinstote the peerage in the power 
from which the house of Tudor had depressed it,” 

1^2 la 1572 the order of dukes became extinct ; and was not 
revived till fifty years afterwards, when Jame.s I. made the 
miserable Villiers, duke of Buckingham.. BlaHcstmo’s C<m- 
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may bo lier other faults^, she was on this subject always 
consistent. Although she evinced the greatest anxiety 
to siuTound the throne with men of ability, she cared 
little for those conventional distinctions by which the 
minds of ordinary sovereigns are greatly moved. She 
made no account of dignity of rank ; she did not cn^en 
care for purity of blood. She valued men neither for 
the splendour of their ance.stry, nor for the length of 
their pedigrees, nor for the grandeur of their titles. 
Such questions she loft for her degenerate successors, 
to the size of whose understandings they were admir- 
ably fitted. Our great queen regulated her conduct 
by another standard. Her large and powerful intellect, 
cultivated to its highest point by reflection and study, 
taught her the true measure of affairs, and enabled her 
to see, that to make a government flourish, its coun- 
cillors must be men of ability and of virtue ; but that 
if these two conditions are fulfilled, the nobles may be 
left to repose in the enjoyment of their leisure, un- 
oppressed by those cares of* the state for which, with a 
few brilliant exceptions, they are naturally disqualified 
by the number of their prejudices and by the frivolity 
of their pursuits. 

After the death of Elizabeth, an attempt was made, 
first by James and then by Charles, to revive the 
power of the two great protective classes, the nobles 
and the clergy. But so admirably had the policy of 
Elizabeth been supported by the general temper of the 
age, that it was found impossible for the Stuarts to 
execute their mischievous plans. The exercise of 
private judgment, both in religion and in politics, had 
become so habitual that these princes were unable to 
subjugate it to their will. And as Charles I., with in- 
conceivable blindness, and with an obstinacy even 

mentanes, vol i. p. 397. This evidently attracted attention; 
for Ben Jonson, in one of his comedies in 1616, mentions “the 
received heresy that England Tjears no dnkes.” Jonson' & 
Works, edit, Gifford, 1816, vol. v. p. 47, where Gifford, not 
being aware of the extinction in 1572, has made an unsatis- 
factory note. 
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frreater tliau that of liis father, persisted iu adopting 
in their worst forms the superannuated theories of 
protection, and attempted to enforce a scheme of 
government which men from their increasing indepen- 
dence wei'e determined to reject, there inevitably arose 
that memorable collision which is %veU termed The 
Great Rel>ellion of England. The analogy between 
this and the Protestant Reformation, I have already 
noticed ; but %vhat we have now to consider, and what, 
in the next chapter, I. will endeavour to trace, is the 
nature of the difference between our Rebellion, and 
those contemporary wavs of the Fronde, to which it 
was in some respects very similar. 

Clarendon {Hist, of ilte Rebellion^ p. 216) truly calls it 
“tho most prodigious and the boldest roboUion, that any ago 
or country ever brought forth.” 



CHAPTEB. Ill 


Thh Enkroy of the Protective Spirit in France 
EXPLAINS THE Failure op the Fronde. Com- 
parison RETWEKN THE FuONDE AND THE CONTEM- 
PORARY English Rebbijlion. 

The object of tbe last chapter waSj to inquire into the 
origin of the protective spirit. From the evidence 
there collected^ it appears that this spmt was first 
organized into a distinct secular form at the close of 
the dark ages ; but that, owing to circumstances which, 
then arose, it was, from the beginning, much less, 
powerful in England than in France. It has likewise 
appeared that, in our country, it continued to lose 
ground ; while in France, it, early in the fourteenth 
century, assumed a new shape, and gave rise to a cen- 
tralizing movement, manifested not only in the civil 
and political institutions, but also in the social and 
literary habits of the French nation. Thus far we 
seem to have cleared the way for a proper understand- 
ing of the history of the two countries; and I noiv 
purpose to follow this up a little further, and point 
out how this difference explains the discrepancy be- 
tween the civil- wars of England, and those which at 
the same time broke out in France. 

Among the obvious circumstances connected with 
the Great English Eebeilion, the most remarkable is, 
that it was a war of classes as well as of factions. 
From the beginning of the contest, the yeomanry and 
traders adhered to the parliament ; the nobles and 

144 “ Prom tbe beginrdug it may be said that the yeomanry 
and trading classes of towns were generally hostile to the king's 
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tlie clerg-y raUiecl round the throne. And the uaine 
: given to tlie tw-'o pai'ties, of Roundheads and Cava- 

; Iiers/^° proves that the true nature of this opposition 

I was generally known. It proves that men were aware 

j that a question was at issue^, upon which England was 
; divided, not so much by the particular ialereats of 
! individuals, as by the general interests of the classes 
j to which those individuals belonged. 

But in tlie history of the French rebellion, there is 
no trace of so large a division, llie objects of the 
war were in both countries precisely the same ; the 
machinery by which those objects were attained was 
very different. The Fronde was like our Rebellion, 
insomuch that it was a struggle of the parliament 
against the crown; an attempt to secure liberty, and 
; raise up a barrier against the despotism of government, 

i ' So far, and so long, as we merely take a view of poli- 

I tical objects, the parallel is complete. But the social 

} and intellectual antecedents of the French being very 

■ different from those of the English, it necessarily fol- 

lowed that the shape which the rebellion took should 
j likewise be different, even though the motives were the 

1 same. If we examine this divergence a little nearer, 

i we shall find that it is connected with the circumstance 

j I have already noticed — namely, that in England a war 

; for liberty was accompanied by a war of classes^ while in 

France there was no war of classes at all. From this it 
side, even in those counties which were in his military occupa- 
tion : except in a few, such as Cornwall, Worcester, Salop, 
and most of Wales, where the prevailing sentiment was ohiofiy 
royalist." Halkm's QotisL Hist, vol, i. p. 578. 

Lord Clarendon says, in hi.s grand style, '^the rabble . 
contemned and despised under the name of roundheads.” 

I Sist. of the MebellwTi, p. 136. This was in 1641, when the title 

i appears to have been lirst bestowed. 

i * 1^8 Just before the battle of Edgehillj in 1642, Charles said 

to his troops, “ You are called cavmiers m a reproachful signi- 
; flcation." See the king’s speech, in Somers Tracts, vol. iv. p. 

478. Directly after the battle, he accused his opponents of 
i ' “ rendering all persons of honour odious to the common people, 

under the style of cavaliers,” May's Hist, of the Long Farlior 
meni, book iii. p. 25. 


I, 
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resulted that in France the rebellion, being merely poli- 
tical, and not, as with , us, also social, took less hold of 
the public mind ; it was unaccompanied by those feelings 
of insubordination, in the absence of which freedom has 
always been impossible ; and striking no root into the 
national character, it could not save the country from 
that servile state into which, a few years later, it, under 
the government of Louis XIV., x'apidly fell. 

That our Great Rebellion was, in its external form, a 
war of classes, is one of those palpable Ihcts which lie 
on the surface of history. At first the parliament did 
indeed attempt to draw over to their side some of the 
nobles ; and in this they for a time succeeded. But as 
the struggle advanced, the futility of this policy be- 
came evident. In the natural order, of the great move- 
ment, the nobles grew more loyal ; the parliament 
more democratic.™ And when it was clearly seen that 
both parties were determined either to conquer or to die, 
this antagonism of parties was too clearly marked to be 
misunderstood ; the perception which each had of its 
own interests being sharpened by the magnitude of the 
stake for which they contended. 

147 1 use tlie word “ parliaineut ” in tlio sense given to it by 
writers of that time, and not in the legal sense. 

148 In May 1G42, there remained at Westminster forty-two 
peers, Ilallam’s Const Hist. vol. i. p. 559 ; taut they gradually 
abandoned the popular cause ; and, according to }‘arL Mist 
rol, iii. p. 12S2, so dwindled, that eventually “seldom more 
than five or six ” were present. 

149 These increasing democratic tendencies are most clearly 
indicated in Walkers curious work, The History of Indepen- 
demj. See, among other passages, book i. p. 69. And Claren- 
don, under the year 1644, says {Hist, of tke Rebtllion, p. 514) : 
“ That violent party, which had at first cozened the rest into 
the war, and afterwards obstructed all the approaches towards 
peace, found now that they had finished as much of their work 
as the tools which they had wrought with could he applied to, 
and what remained to be done must be despatched by new 
workmen.” What these new workmen were, he aftoi'wards 
explains, p. 641, to be “ the- most inferior people preferred to 
all places of trust and profit.” ' Book xi. under the year 
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For, without burdening this Introduction with what 
may he read in our common histories, it will he suffi- 
cient to remind the reader of a few of the consincuous 
events of that time. Just before the war began, the 
Earl of Essex was appointed general of the parlia- 
mentary forces, with the Earl of Bedford as his lieu- 
tenant. A commission to raise troops was likewise 
given to the Eaii of Manchester,^®® the only man of 
high rank against whom Charles had displayed open 
enmity. Notwithstanding these marks of confidence, 
the nobles, in whom parliament was at first disposed to 
trust, could not avoid showing the old leaven of their 
order. The Earl of Essex so conducted himself, as to 
inspire the popular party with the greatest apprehen- 
sions of his treachery ; and when the defence or 
London was intrusted to Waller, he so obstinately 
refused to enter the name of that able officer in the 
commission, that the Commons were obliged to insert 
it by virtue of their own authority, and in spite of their 

150 This was after the appointments of Essex and Bedford, and 
was in 1643. 

101 “When the king attempted to arrest the five members, 
Manchester, at that time Lord Kymbolton, was the only peer 
whom ho impeached. This circumstance endeared Kymboltoa 
to the party • his own safety bound him more closely to its 
interests. ” Xjingp'd'$ Englatid, voL vi. p. 337. It is also said 
that Lord Essex joined the popular party from personal pique 
against the- k-ingi- 

152 Mr Carlyle has made some very charaoteristio, but very 
just observations, on the “ high Essexes and Manohesters of 
limited notions and large estates.” 

153 As Lord North puts it, “for General Essex began now to 
appear to the private cabalists somewhat tvresty.” JVorih's 
Narraihe of Passages relating to the Long Parliamenti published 
in 1670, in'/Somer’s Tracts, vol. vi. p, 578. At.p. 684, the same 
elegant writer says of Essex, “being the first person and last 
of the nobility employed by the parliament in military affairs, 
which soon brought him to the period of his life. And may he 
be an examjdo to all future ages, to deter all persons of like 
dignity from being instrumental in setting up a democratieal 
power, whose interest it is to keep down all persons of his 
condition.” 


122 COMPARISON OF THE FRONDE AND 


own general.^®^ llie Earl of Bedford, tliough he had 
received a military command, did not hesitate to 
abandon those who conferred it. This apostate noble 
fled from W estminster to Oxford ; hut finding that the 
king, who never forgave his enemies, did not receive 
him with the favour he expected, he returned to 
London ; where, though he was allowed to remain in 
safety, it could not be supposed that he should again 
expexdence the confidence of parliament. 

ouch examples as these were not likely to lessen the 
distrust which both parties felt for each other. It soon 
became evident that a war of classes was unavoidable, 
and that the rebellion of the parliament against the 
king must be reinforced by a rebellion of the people 
against the nobles.'®® To this the popular party, what- 
ever may have been their first intention, now willingly 
agreed. In 1046 they enacted a law, by which not only 
the Earl of Essex and the Earl of Manchester lost their 
command, but all members of either house were made 
incapable of military service.'®® And, only a week after 
the execution of the king, they formally took away the 
legislative povver of the peers ; putting at the same time 
on record their memorable opinion, that the Plouse 

Sir Philip Warwick {Memoirs, p. 254) contemptuously calls 
Waller “ favourite-gonerall of the city of London.” 

Dr Bates, who had been physician to Cromwell, intimates 
that this was foreseen from the beginning. He says, that the 
popular party offered command to some of the nobles, not 
that they had any respect for the lords, whom shortly they 
intended to turn out and to level with the commoners, but that 
they might poison them with their own venom, and rise to 
greater authority by drawing more over to their side.” Bates’s 
Account of the late Troubles in England, part i. p. 76. Lord 
North, too, supposes that almost immediately after the war 
began, it was determined to dissolve the House of Lords. 
Beyond this, I am not aware of any direct early evidence ; 
except that, in 1644, Cromwell is aUsged to have stated that 
“there would never be a good time in England till wo had 
done with lords.” Carlyle's OromweU, vol. i. p. 217. 

This was the “ Self-denying Ordinance,” which was intro- 
duced in December 1644 ; but, owing to the resistance of the 
peers, was not carried until the subsequent April. 
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of Lords is ''^useless, dangeroijs, and ought to be 
abolislied/-* 

But we may find proofs still more convincing of the 
true character of the English rebellion;, if we consider 
who those were by whom it was accomplished. This 
will. sho\v us the democi’atic nature of a movement 
which lawyers and antiquaries have vainly attempted 
to shelter under the form of constitutional precedent. 
Our great rebellion was the work^ not of men who 
looked behind, but of men who looked before. To 
attempt to trace it to personal and temporaiy causes ; 
to ascribe this unparalleled outbreak to a dispute 
respecting ship-money, or to a quarrel about the privi- 
leges of parliament, can only suit the habits of those 
historians who see no further than the preamble of a 
statute, or the decision of a judge. Such writers forget 
that the trial of Plampden,and the impeachment of the 
five members, could have produced no effect on the 
country, unless the people had already been prepared, 
and unless the spirit of inquiry and of insubordination 
had so increased the discontents of men, as to put them 
in a state where, the train being laid, the slightest 
spark sufficed to kindle a conflagration. 

The truth is, that the rebellion was an outbreak of 
the 'democratic spirit. It w'as the political form of a 
movement, of which the Reformation was the religious 
form. As the Reformation was aided, not by men in 
high ecclesiastical offices, not by great cardinals or 
wealthy bishops, hut by men filling the lowest and 
most subordinate posts, just so was the English rebel- 
lion a movement from below, an uprising from the 
foundations, or, as some will have it, the dregs of 
society. The few persons of high rank who adhered to 
the popular cause were quickly discarded, and the ease 
and rapidity with which they fell off was a clear inditia- 
tion of the turn that things were taking. Directly the 
army was freed from its noble leaders, and supplied 
with officers drawn from the lower classes, the fortune 
of war changed, the royalists were everywhere defeated, 
and the king made prisoner by his own subjects. Be- 
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tween lus oaptixre and execution, the two inoist irapoi’tant 
political events were his abduction by Joyce, and the 
forcible expulsion from the House of Commons of those 
members wlio were thought likely to interfere in his 
favour. Both these decisive steps were taken, and 
indeed only could have been taken, by men of great 
peraonal infiuence, and of a bold and resolute spirit. 
Joyce, who carried oft’ the king, and who was highly 
respected in the army, had, how'ever, been recently a 
common working tailor ; while Colonel Pride, whose 
name is preserved in history as having purg-ed the 
Honse of Commons of the malignants, was about on, a 
level with Joyce, since his original occupation was that 
of a drayman. The tailor and the drayman were, in 
that age, strong enough to direct the course of public 
affairs, and to win for themselves a conspicuous position 
in the state. After the execution of Charles, the same 
tendency was displayed. The old monarchy being 
destroyed, that small but active party known as the 
fifth-monarchy men increased in importance, and for 
a time exercised considerable influence. Their three 
principal and most distinguished members were 
venner, Tuft'nel, and Okey. Venner, who was the 
leader, was a wine-cooper ; Tuff'nel, who was second 
in command, was a carpenter ; and Okey, though 

187 t< Cornet Joyce, who was one of the agitators in the army, 
a tailor, a fellow who had two or three years before served in a 
very inferior employment in Mr Hollts’s house.” Clarendon!' s 
Rebellion, p. 612. “A shrewd tailor-man.” D' Israeli’s Com- 
nitniarieB on the Reign of Charles /., 1851, vol. ii. p. 466, 

158 Ludlow [Memoirs, vol. ii. p. 139) ; Noble [Memoirs of the 
House of Cromwell, vol. ii, p. 470) ; and Winstanley [Loyal 
Mariyrology, ed, 1606, p. 108), mention that Pride had been a 
drayman. It is said ttiat Cromwell, m ridicule of the old dis- 
tinctions, conferred knighthood on him “with a faggot.” 
Orme’s Life of Owen, p. 164 ; Harris's Lives of the Stuarts, 
vol. iii. p, 478. 

169 1 < ipho fifth-monarchy, headed mainly by one Venner, a wine- 
cooper.” Carlyle’s Oromivell, vo\. iii. p. 282. “ Venner, a wine- 
cooper.” Lister’s Life and Corresp. of Clarendon, vol. ii. p. 6k 

ISO tt second to Venner was one Tuffnel, a carpenter living 

in Gray’s Inn Lane.” Winstmlefs Mavtyrology, p. 163. 
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he became a colouelj had filled the menial office of 
stoker ill an Islington brewery, 

Nor are these to be regarded as exceptional cases. 
In that period^ promotion depended solely on merit; 
and if a man had ability^ he was sure to rise^ no matter 
what his birth or former avocations might have been, 
Cromwidl himself ivas a bre\ver ; and Colonel Jones^, 
his brother - in - laWj had been servant to a private 
gentleman. Deane was the servant of a tx’adesman ; 
but he became an admiral and was made one of the 
commissioners of the navy.i®^ Colonel Goffe had been 
apprentice to a drysalter ; Major-general Whalley 
had been apprentice to a draper. i®® Skippon, a common 
soldier who had received no education, was appointed 
commander of the London militia ; he was raised to the 

X61 He was atoakor in a brew-house at Islington, and next a 
most poor chandler near Lion Key in Thamo.s Street." PetrZ. 
Mist. vol. iii. p. 1605. 

Some of the clumsy eulogists of Cromwell wish to suppress 
the fact of his being a brewer ; but that he really practised that 
useful trade is attested by a variety of evidence, and is dis- 
tinctly stated by his own physician, Dr Bates. Bates’s Troubles 
in England, vol, ii. p. 238. 

168 “John Jones, at first a serving-man, then a colonel of. the 
Long Parliament, , . . married the Protector’s sister.” Pari. 
Mist. vol. iii. p. 1600. “A serving-man; ... in process of 
time married one of Cromwell’s sisters.” ■ Winslnnleifs Martyr • 
ologn, p. 125, 

16* ‘ ‘ JElichard Deane, Esq. , is said to have been a servant to one 
Button, a toyman in Tpswioh, and to have himself been the son 
of a person in the same employment ; . , . was appointed one 
of the commissioners of tho navy with Popham and Blake, 
and in April (1649) he became an admiral and general at 
soa.” Noble's Lives of the Regicides, vol, i, pp, 372, 173. 
Winstanley [Martyrol. p, 121) also says that Deane was 
“servant in Ipswich.” 

1® “ Apprentice to one Vaughan, a drysalter.’? NolU's Mouse 
of Cromveil, vol. ii. p, 507. 

166 « Bound apprentice to a woollen-draper.” Winsfanley’s 
Martyr, p. 108. He afterwards set up the same trade for him- 
self but with little success, for Dr Bates {Troubles in Eng- 
land, vol. ii. p. 222) calls him “a broken clothier.” 

. i®i ' ‘ Altogether illiterate. ” Clarendon's Rebellion, p. 152. 
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office of sergeant-major-general of the army ; he was 
declared commander-in-chief in Ireland ; and he 
became one of the fourteen members of Cromwell’s 
council. Two of the lieutenants of the Tower were 
Berkstead and Tichborne. Berkstead wns a pedlar^ or 
at ail events a hawker of small wares ; and Tich- 
borne^ who was a linen drapevj not only received the 
lieutenancy of the Tower, but became a colonel, and a 
member of the committee of state in 1665, and of the 
council of state in 1669, Other trades were equally 
successful ; the highest prizes being open to all men, 

f rovided they displayed the requisite capacity. Colonel 
larvey was a silk-mercer ; ™ so was Colonel Rowe ; 
so also was Colonel Venn,^^^ Salway had been appren- 
tice to a grocer, but, being an able man, he rose to the 
rank of major in the army ; he received the king'^s 
remembrancer’s office ; and in 1659 he was appointed 
by parliament a member of the council of state. 
Around that council-board were also gathered Bond 
the draper,^"® and Cawley the brewer;^’'* while by 

lea “Berkstead, who heretofore sold needles, bodkins, and 
thimbles, and would have run on an errand any where for a 
little money ; but who now by Cromwell was preferred to the 
honourable charge of lieutenant of the Tower of London." 
Bates's Account of the Trembles, part iL p, 222. 

Lord Holies {Meinoirs, p. 174) also mentions that he was 
alinen-draper." 

170 “Edward Harvy, late a poor silk-man, now colonel, and 
hath got tho Bishop of London’s house and mannor of Fulliam." 
Walker's Jiidependency, part i. p. 170, “ One Harvey, a decayed 
silk-mam" Clarendon's Rehellion, 
m Owen Bowe, “put to tho trade of a silk-mercer, .... 
went into the parliament army, and became a colonel. ” R’obU's 
Regicides, vol. a. 150. 

™ “A siikman in London j .... went into the army, and 
rose to the rank of colonel." Noble’s Regicides, vol. ii. p. 283. 
“A broken silk-man in Cheapside.” Winstanley’s MartyroL, 
p. 130. 

He was “ a woollen-draper at Dorchester,” and was “one 
of the council of state in 1M9 and 1651." Noble’s Regicides, 
vol. i. p. 99. 

174 “A brewer in Chichester; .... in 1650-1 he was 
appointed one of the council of state.” Noble’s Regicides, vol. 
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their side we find John Bei'ners^ Tvho is said to have 
been a private servant,^’’" and Cornelins Holland, who 
is known to have been a servant, and who 'was, indeed, 
formerly a link boy.^’'^ Among others who were now 
favoured and promoted to offices of trust, were Packe 
the woollen draper, Pury the weaver, and Pemble the 
tailor. The Parliament which was summoned in 1653 
is still remembered as Barebone^s parliament, being so 
called after one of the most active members, whose 
name was Barehoue, and who was a leather seller in 
Fleet Street. Thus too, Downing, thoiigh a poor 
charity boy,^^'^ became teller of the exchequer, and 
representative of England at the Hague. To these 
we may add, tliat Colonel Horton had been a gentle- 
man’s servant ; Colonel Berry had been a wood- 
monger ; Colonel Cooper a haberdasher ; Major Rolfe 

i. p. 186. “William Cawloy, a brewer of Chichester.” Win^ 
Stanley’s MartyroL p. 1B&. 

W® John Bernoi's, “supjposed to have been originally a 
soiwing-nian,” was “one of the council of state in 1659.’’ 
NohU's Riguidesi vol. i p. 90. 

' J-M “Holland the linko-boy.” Walked s Indeptndency, part 
iii. p. 87- • “ He was originally nothing more than a servant 
to Sir Honry Vane upon the establishment of th* 
Commonwealth, he was made one of the council of state ’ 
in 1649, and again in 1650.” Nolle’ s Recjieides, vol, i ppw 
357, 358. 

“ A poor child bred upon charity.” Earns’s Stuarts^ vol. 
V. p. 281. “A man of an obscure birth, and more- obscure 
education.” Clarendon's Life of Himself , p 1116. 

I’s Tho common opinion is, that he was the son of a clergy- 
man at Hackney; but if so, he was probably illegitimate, 
considering the way he was brought up. However, his 
Hackney origin is very doubtful, and no one appears to know 
who his father was. 

™ Cromwell had a great regard for this remarkable man, 
who not only distinguished himself as a soldier, but, jud^nw 
from a letter of Ms recently published, appears to have repaired 
tho deficiencies of his early education. See Fairfax Corre- 
spond. vol. iv. pp. 22-25, 108. There never has been a period 
in the history of England in which so many men of natural 
ability wore employed in the public service as during the 
Common'wealth. 
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a shoemaker ; Colonel Fox a tinker ; and Colonel 
Hewson a cobbler.^®® 

Such were the le<adere of the English rehellioujor^to 
speak more properly^ such were the iustrunienfcs by 
which the rebellion was consummated,’®^ If we now 
turn to France, we shall clearly see tlie dillcrence 
between the feelings and temper of the tx\'o natimis. Iti 
that country, the old protective spirit still retained its 
activity ; and the people, being kept in a state of 
pupilage, had not acquired those habits of self-command 
and self-reliance, by which alone great things can be 
effected. They had been so long accustomed to look 
with timid reverence to the upper classes, that, even 
when they rose in arras, they could not throw off the 
ideas of submission which were quickly discarded by our 
ancestors. The influence of the higher ranks was, in 
England, constantly diminishing ; in France, it was 
scarcely impaired. Hence it happened that, although 
the English and French rebellions were contemporary, 
and, in tbeir origin, aimed at precisely the same 
objects, they were distinguished by one most important 

isi’ Ludlow, who was well acquainted with Colonel Hewson, 
says that he “had been a shoemaker.” Ludlow's Memms, 
vol. ii. p. 139. But this is the amiable partiality of a friend ; 
and there is no doubt that the gallant colonel was neither more 
nor less than a cobbler, 

181 Walker, who relates what he himself witnessed, says, that, 
about 1649, the army was commanded by “colonels and 
superior officers, who lord it in their gilt coaches, rich aiiparel, 
costly feastings ; though some of them led dray horses, wore 
leather pelts, and were never able to name their own fathers 
or mothers.” qf Judepwid:. part ii. p. 244. The iferau-iM 

Rixstiais, 1647, says, " Chelmsford was governed by a tinker, 
two cobblers, two tailors, two pedlars.” Southey’s Commiorvplaee 
Boole, third series, 1860, p, 430. And, at p. 434, another work, 
in 1647, makes a .similar statement in regard to Cambridge ; 
while Loi*d Holies assures us, that “most of the colonels and 
officers (were) mean tradesmen, brewers, taylors, goldsmiths, 
shoemakers, and the like.” lloUes’s Memoirs, p. 149. When 
Whitelocke was in Sweden, in 1663_, the prsetor of one of the 
towns abused the parliament, saying, “that tliey had Idlled 
their king, and were a company of taylors and cobblers.” 
Whiielocke’s Swedish Embassy, voL i. p. 205. 
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diiVereuce. This was, that the English rebels were 
headeii by popular leaders ; the French rebels by noble 
leaders. The bold and sturdy habits which had long 
been culLivated in England, enabled the middle and 
kTO'cr chisses to supply their own chiefs out of their 
own ranks. In Fi-ance, .such chiefs were not to bo 
found ; simply because, owing to the protective spirit, 
sucli habits had not been cultivated. VEhile, therefore, 
in our island, the functions of civil government; and 
of war, were conducted with conspicuous ability, and 
complete success, by butchers, by bakers, by bi*e\vcrs, 
by co])b]ers, and by tinkers, the struggle which, at the 
same moment, was going on in France, presented an 
appearance totally different. In that country, the 
rehellion was heatled by men of a far higher standing ; 
men, indeed, of the longest and most illustrious lineage. 
Tlnire, to be sure, was a display of unexampled .splen-. 
dour ; a galaxy of rank, a noble assemblage of aristo- 
cratic insurgents and titled demagogues. There was 
the Prince de Conde, tlie Prince de Conti, the Prince 
de Marsillac, the Duke de Bouillon, the Duke de 
Beaufort, the Duke de Longueville, the Duke de Chev- 
reuse, the Duke de Nemours, the Duke de Luynes, the 
Duke de Brissac, the Duke d^Elboeuf, the Duke de 
Candale, the Duke de la Tremouille, the Marquis de la 
Bouiaye, the Marquis de Laigues, the Maz-quis de 
Noinnoutier, the Marquis de Viti-y, the Marquis 
de Fosseuse, the Marquis de Sillez-y, the Marquis 
dTHstissac, the Marquis dTIocquincourt, the Count 
de llantzau, the Count de Montresor. 

Idiesc were the leadei's of the Fronde ; ^nd the mere 
announcomeut of tlieir names indicates the difference 
betw<um the Frezudi and English rebellions, . And, in 
cousiiqueuce of this difference, there followed stune 

.ityen Do Ilete, who vainly attempted to organize a 
popular party, found that it w'as impossible to take any step 
without the nobles; and, nothwithstanding his democratic 
teiidonoies, he, in. 16-18, thought it advisable “ tacher d’eugager 
dans les interfits publics les personnes de qualittS.” Mb7n. dt 
Johj, p. -81. 
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results, which, are well worth the attention of those 
writers who, in their ignorance of the progress of 
human affairs, seek to uphold that aristocratic power, 
which, fortunately for the interests of mankind, has 
long been waning ; and which, during the last seventy 
years, has, in the most civilized countries, received 
such severe and repeated shocks, that its ultimate fate 
is hardly a matter respecting which much doubt can 
now be entertained. 

The English rebellion was headed by men, whose 
tastes, habits, and associations, being altogether 
popiilar, formed a bond of sympathy between them 
and the people, and preserved the union of the whole 
party. In Fi-ancc, the sympathy was very weak, and 
therefore the union was very precarious. "What sort 
of sympathy could there be between the mechanic and 
the peasant, toiling for their daily bread, and the rich 
and dissolute noble, whose life was passed in those idle 
and frivolous pursuits which debased his mind, and 
made his order a byword and a reproach among the 
nations? To talk of sympathy existing between the 
two classes is a manifest absurdity, and most assui‘edly 
would have been deemed an insult by those high-horn 
men, who treated their inferiors with habitual and 
insolent contempt. It is true, that, from causes which 
have been already stated, the people did, unhappily 
for themselves, look up to those above them with the 
greatest veneration ; but every page of French history 
proves how unworthily this feeling was reciprocated, 
and ill how complete a thraldom the lower classes were 
kept. 'While, therefore, the French, from their long- 
established habits of dependence, were become incap- 
able of conducting their own rebellion, and, on that 
account, were obliged to pkee theiUvselves under tlic 
command of their nobles, this very necessity coiilirmeri 
the servility which caused it ; and thus stuuiing the 
growth of freedom, prevented the nation from effect- 
ing, by their civil wars, those great things which wo, 
in England, were able to bring about by ours. 

Indeed, it is only necessary to read the French 
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literature of the seventeenth century, to see the 
incojnpatibility of tlie two classes, and the utter 
hopelesauess of fusing’ into one party the piopular arul 
aristocratic spirit. While the object of tlie people 
was to free themselves from the yoke, the object of 
the nobles \vas merely to find new sources of excite- 
ment, and minister to that personal vanity for which, 
as a body, they have always been notorious. As this 
is a department of history that has been little studied, 
it will be interesting to collect a few instances, which 
will illustrate the temper of the French aristocracy, 
and will show what sort of honours, and what manner 
of distinctions those were, which this powerful class 
was most anxious to obtain. 

That the objects chiefly coveted wore of a very 
trifling description, will be anticipated by whoever 
has studied the eifect which, in an immense majority 
of minds, hereditary distinctions produce upon pei‘^ 
sonal character. How pernicious such distinctions are, 
may be clearly seen in the history of all the European 
aristocracies ; and in the notorious fact that none of 
them have preserved even a mediocrity of talent, ' 
except in countries where they are frequently invigo- 
rated by the infusion of plebeian blood, and their 
order strengthened by the accession of those masculine 
energies which are natural to men who make their own 
position, hut cannot be looked for in men whose posi- 
tion is made for them. For, when the notion is once 
firmly implanted in the mind, that the source of honour 
is from without, rather than from within, it must invari- 
ably happen that the possession of external distinction 
will he preferred to the sense of internal power. In 
such cases, the majesty of the human intellect, and 
the dignity of human knowledge, are considered sub- 
ordinate to those mock and spurious gradations by 
which weak men measure the degrees of their own 
littleness. Hence it is, that tho real precedence of 
things becomes altogether reversed ; that which is 
trifling is valued more than that which is great ; and 
the mind is enervated by conforming to a false standard 
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of merit j, wliich its own prejudices have raised. On 
this accouutj they are evidently in the wrong, who 
reproach the n(>bles with their pride, as if it were a 
cliaractoristic of their oxvler. The truth is, that if 
pride were once established among tliem, their 
extinction would rapidly follow. To talk of the 
pride of hereditary rank, is a contradiction in terms, 
ih'ide depends on the consciousness of self-applaus( 3 ; 
vanity is fed hy the applause of others. Pride is a 
rose.iw’ed and lofty passion, which disdains those 
<‘xturiuil distinctions that vanity eageidy grasps. I'lie 
proud man sees, in his own mind, the source of Isis 
own dignity; which, as he well knows, can be neither 
increased nor diminished by any acts e.xcept those 
which proceed solely from himself. The vain man, 
restless, insatiable, and always craving after the 
admiration of bis contemporaries, must naturally 
make great account of those external marks, those 
visible tokens, which, whether they be decorations or 
titles, strike directly on the senses, and thus captivate 
the vulgar, to whose understandings they are imme- 
diately obvious. This, therefore, being the great 
distinction, that pride looks within, while vanity 
looks without, it is clear that when a man values 
himself for a raixk wliich he inherited by chance, 
without e.xertion, and without merit, it is a proof, not 
of pride, but of vanity, and of vanity of the most 
de.spicable kind. It is a proof that such a man has 
110 sense of real dignity, no idea of what that is in 
which alone all greatness consists. What marvel if, 
to minds of this sort, tlie most insignificant trilles 
should swell into matters of the highest imporLaucc ? 
Wliat marvel if such empty understandings should be 
busied with ribands, and stars, and crosses ; if this 
noble should yearn after the Garter, and that noble 
pine for the Golden Fleece ; if one man should long to 
carry a wand in the precincts of the court, and another 
man to fill an office in the royal household ; while the am- 
hitiun of a third, is, to make his daughter a maid-ot- 
honour, or to raise his wife to be mistress of the rolto.s ? 
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' seoiiig tliesii tliing-Sj otiglit not to be surprised 

th:it the French nobles, in the seventeenth century, 
displayed, in tbeir intrij^ues and disputes, a frivolity, 
tvliiiih, though redeeniod' by occasional exceptions, is 
the natural characteristic of every hereditary aristo- 
(u’acy. A few examples of this will suflice to {^jivo 
tlie reader some idea of the tastes and temper of that 
powerful class which, during? several centuries, retarded 
the ])ro^Te,s.s of French civil juati(.)jn 
!> )f all the qiKjstions on which the French nobles 
; wore divided, the most important was that touching' 

I the right of sitting in the royal presence. This was 

j considered to lie a matter of such gravity, that, in 

j comparison with it, a mere struggle for liberty faded 

into iusigniilcance. And what made it still more 
exciting to the minds of the nobles was, the extreme 
difficulty with which this great social problem was 
beset. Accoivling to the ancient etiquette of the 
French court, if a man were a duke, his wife might 
sit in the presence of the queen ; but if his rank 
were inferior, even if he were a marquis, no such 
liberty could be allowed. So far, the rule was 
very simple, and, to the duchesses themselves, 
highly agreeable. But the marquises, the counts, 
and the other illustrious nobles, vrerc uneasy at 
this invidious distinction, and exerted all their energies 
to procure for their own wives the same honour, 
'riiis the dukes strenuously resisted ; but, owing to 
circumstances which, unfortunately, are not fully 
understood, an iunou'ation was made in the reign of 
Louis XlII. j and the privilege of sitting iu the same 
I room with the queen was conceded to the female mem- 
i hers of tlie EouiUon family, in consequence of this 
; evil precedent, the question became seriously compli- 

i cated, since other members of the aristocracy con- 

sidered that the purity of their descent gave them 
I claims nowise inferior to those of the house of 
! llcnco the duchesses were called ‘ ‘ fetamos assises ” ; tho.«e 

* of lower rank “ non assises.” Mem d& Font&nay MarevAl, voL i. 

f""" "p.m.-" ■ ^ 
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Pouilloiij whose antiquity, they said, had been grossly 
exaggerated. The contest which ensued, had the effect 
of breaking up the nobles into two hostile parlies, one 
of which sought to preserve that exclusive privilege 
in which the other wished to participate. To reconcile 
these rival pretensions, various expedients were sug- 
gested ; but all were in vain, and the court, during the 
administration of Mazarin, being pressed "by the fear 
of a rebellion, showed symptoms of giving way, and of 
yielding to the inferior nobles the point they so ardently 
desired. In 1648 and 1649, the queen-regent, acting 
under the advice of her council, formally conceded the 
right of sitting in the royal presence to the three most 
distinguished members of the lower aidstocracy, namely, 
the Countess de Fleix, Madame de Pons, and' the Prin- 
cess de Marsillac.*®* Scarcely bad this decision been 
promulgated, when the princes of the blood and the 
peers of the realm were thrown into the greatest agita- 
tion, They immediately summoned to the capital 
those members of their own order who were interested 
in repelling this daring aggression, and, forming them- 
selves into an assembly, they at once adopted measures 
to vindicate their ancient rights. On the other hand, 
tlie inferior nobles, flushed by their recent success, 
insisted that the concession just made should be raised 
into a precedent; and that, as the honour of being 
seated in the presence of majesty had been conceded 
to the liouse of Foix, in the person of the Countess de 
Fleix, it should likewise be granted to all those who 
could prove that their ancestry was equally illustrious. 
The greatest confusion now arose ; and both sides 
urgently insisting on their own claims, there was, for 

184 As to the Countess de Meix and Madame de Pons, see 
de MoitevilU, vol. iii. pp. 116, 369. According to the 
same high authority {vol. iii. p. 367), the inferiority of the 
Princess de Marsillac consisted in the painful fact, that her 
husband was merely the son of a duke, and tho duke himself 
i 'was still alive. 

188 The long account of those proceedings in de MotU~ 

ville, vol. iii. pp. 367-393, shows the importance attached to 
them by contemporary opinion. 
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' iiiiaiiy moiitliSj imminent danger lest the question 

, phould he dcoided by an appeal to the sword. But 

I as the liiglier uob!e.Sj though less numerous than their 

I oj>pf)neut.s,, were more powerful the dispute was finally 

j settled in tlieir favour. The queen sent to their 

j assembly a formal message^, ivhich was conveyed by four 

I of the marshals of France, and in which she promised 

I to revoke those x)rivileges, the concession of which 

I luid given such oiience to the most illustrious mem- 

I bei‘s of the Ib'ench aristocracy. At the same time, the 

marshals not only pledged themselves as responsible 
I for the promise of the queen, hut undertook to sign 

I an agreement that they would personally superhiteud 

j its execution. I'he nobles, however, who felt that 

: they had been aggrieved in their most tender point, 

! v»-erc not yet satisfied, and to appease them, it was 

necessary that the atonement should he as ijiiblic as 
the injury. It was found necessary, before they Tvould 
p»eaceably disperse, that government should issue a 
tiocument, signed by the queen-regent, and by the four 
secretaries of state, in which the favours granted to the 
unprivileged nobility were withdrawn, and the much- 
cherished honour of sitting in the royal presence was 
taken away from the Princess de Marsillac, from 
Madame de Pons, and from the Countess de Fleix.^®*" 

' These were the subjects %vhich occupied the minds, 

I and wasted the energies of tho French nobles, while 

their country was distracted by civil war, and while 
; questions were at issue of the greatest importance — 

f .esfcions concerning the liberty of the nation, and 
e reconstruction of the government. It is hardly 
! necessary to point out how unfit such men must have 

j been to head the people in their arduous struggle, and 

! i*’’* lucleed, at one moniont, it was determined that a oounter- 

i demoustrarion sliouUi bo made on the }iart of the inferior noblss : 

' a proceoding- whiob, if a<Iopted, must have caused civil war. 

i Tho be.st accounts of this great struggle will be found in 

I the Jllenioirs Madame de Afotteville, and in those of Omsr 

Talon ; two writers of very different minds, but both of them 
deeply impressed with the magnitude of the contest. 
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liow immense was the difference between them and the 
leaders of tlie great English Rebellion. The causes of 
the faiiui’e of the Fronde are^ indeed, obvious^ when 
WC5 consider that its chiefs were drawn from that very 
class respecting whose tastes and feelings some evidence 
has just been given. How that evidence might be 
almost indefinitely extended, is well known to readers 
of the French memoirs of the seventeenth century — 
a class of works which, being mostly written either by 
the nobles or their adherents, supplies the best materials 
from which an opinion may be formed. In looking 
into these authorities, where such matters are related 
with a becoming sense of their importance, -we find the 
greatest difficulties and disputes arising as to who was 
to have an arm-chair at court ; %vho %vas to be invited 
to the royal dinners, and who was to he excluded from 
them ; who was to be kissed by the queen, and who 
was not to be kissed by her ; who should have the first 
seat in church ; what the proper proportion was 
between the rank of different persons, and the length 
of the cloth on which they were allowed to stand ; what 
was the dignity a noble must have attained, in order 
4o justify his entering the Louvre in a coach ; who was 
to have precedence at coronations ; whether all dukes 
were equal, or whether, as some thought, the Duke 
de Bouillon, having once possessed the sovereignty 
of Sedan, was superior to the Duke de la Rochefou- 
cauld, who had never possessed any sovereignty at 
all ; whether the Duke de Beaufort ought or ought 

1S8 /phatthe failui’eof the Fronde is not to bo ascribed to the 
inconstancy of the people, is admitted by De Eetz, by fjir the 
ablest observer of his time. 

1® M&m, de Lenet, vol. i. pp. 37S, 379. Lenet, who was a 
great admirer of the nobles, relates all this without the 
faintest percepivion of its absurdity. X ought not to omit a 
terrible dispute, in 1652, respecting the recognition of the 
claims of the Duke de Bohan [Mihti. de Conrart, pp. 151, 152) ; 
nor another dispute, in the reign of Henry IV., as to wiiotlier 
a duke ought to sign his name before a marshal, or whether 
the marshal should sign first. Be Thou, llisi. Univ, vol. xi, 

p. 11. 
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not to enter tb,e council chamber before the Duke de 
I Nemours, and whether, beings tliere, he ought to sit 
above him.^®* These were the great questions of the 
day : %vliilc, as if to exhaust every form of .absurdity, 
the most serious misunderstandings arose as to who 
should have the honour of giving the king his napkin 
I as he ate ins meals, and who was to enjoy the in- 
estimable privilege of helping on . the queen with her 
shift. “1 

It may, perliaps, be thought that I owe some apology 
to the reader for obtruding upon his notice these miser- 
able disputes respecting matters which, however despic- 
able they now appear, were once valued hy men not 
wholly devoid of understanding. But, it should he 
remembered that their occurrence, and above all, the 
importance formerly attached to them, is part of the 
htstory of the French mind ; and they are tiierefure to 
be estimated, not according to their intrinsic dignity, 
but according to the information they supply respect- 
;■ iug a state of things which has now passed away. , 
Events of this sort, though neglected by ordinary 
ii historians, are among the staff and staple 'of history. 

; Not only do they assist in bringing before our minds 

. the age to which they refer, but in a philosophic point 

j of view they are highly important. They are part of 

•' the materijus from which we may generalize the laws 
of that great protective spirit, winch in different 
periods assumes different shapes ; but which, whatever 
its form may he, ahvays owes its power to the feeling 
of veneration as opposed to the feoliug of independence. 
How iratural this po\ver is, in certain stages of society, 

liio Tijjg difficulty, in 16.^2, caused a violent miarrel between 
the two dukes, and ended in a duel, in. wMch. the Duke de 
Nemours was killed, as is mentioned by most of the con- 
temporary writers. 

According to .some authorities, a man ought to be a duke 
before his wife could be allowed to meddle with tho queeiffs 
shift ; according to other authorities, the lady-in-waiting, who- 
ever she might be, had tho right, unless a princess happened, to 
f , be present. 
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becomes evident if we examine tlie basis on which 
veneration is itself supported. The origin of venera- 
tion is wonder and fear. These two passions, either 
alone or combined, are the ordinary source of venera- 
tion ; and the way in which they arise is obvious. "\Te 
wonder because we are ignorant, and we fear because 
we are weak. It is therefore natural, that in former 
times, when men were more ignorant and more weak 
than they now are, they should likewise have been 
more given to veneration, more inclined to those halnts 
of reverence, whicli if carried into religion, cause super- 
stition, and if carried into politics, cause despotism. In 
the ordinary mai’ch of society, these evils are remedied 
l>y that progress of knowledge, which at once lessens our 
ignorance and increases our resources : in other words, 
which diminishes our proneness to wonder and to 
fear, and thus weakening our feelings of veneration, 
strengthens, in the same proportion, our feelings of 
independence. But in France, this natural tendency 
was, as we have already seen, counteracted by an 
opposite temlency ; so that while, on the one hand, the 
protective spirit was enfeebled by the advance of know- 
ledge, it was, on the other hand, invigorated by those 
social and political circumstances which 1 have 
attempted to trace; and by virtue of which, each 
class exercising great power over the one below it, the 
subordination and subserviency of the whole were 
comjdetely maintained. Hence the mind became 
accustomed to look upwards, and to rely, not on its 
own resources, but on tlje resources of others. Hence 
that jdiant and submissive disposition, for which the 
French, until the eighteenth cciitur 5 '^, were always 
remarkable. Hence, too, that inordinate respect for 
the opinions of others, on which vanity, as one of their 
national characteristics,. is founded. l^r, the fecliaigs 
of vanity and of veneration have evidently this in 
common, that they induce each man to measure his 
actions by a standard external to himself ; while the 
Also connected with the institution of chivalry, both being 
cognate symptoms of the same ^irit. 
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opposite feelings of pride and of independence would 
make Lim jn'cfor that internal standard which his own 
niiiid alone can supply. H’lie result of all this %vas, that 
when, in the miildle of the seventeenth century, the 
intellectual movement stimulated the French to re- 
bellion, its effect was neutralised by that social ten- 
dency which, even in the mi<lst of the strug'gle, kept 
alive the habits of tlieir old subservience. I’hus it was 
that, %vhile the war went on, there still remained a 
(!Oustant inclination on the part of the peoide to look 
up to the nobles, on the part of the nobles to look up 
to the crown. Both classes relied upon what they saw 
imniediately above them. The people believed that 
^vithout the nobles tliere was no safety ; the nobles 
believed tliat without the crown there was no honour. 
In the case of the nobles, this opinion can hardly he 
blamed ; for as their distinctions proceed from the 
crown, they have a direct interest in upholding the 
ancient notion that the sovereign is the fountain of 
honour. ITiey have a direct interest in that prepos- 
terous doctrine, according to which, the true source of 
lionour being overlooked, our attention is directed to 
an imaginary source, by whose operation it is believed, 
that in a moment, and at the mere will of a prince, 
the highest honours may he confeiTed upon the meanest 
men. 'I'his, indeed, is but jiart of the old scheme to 
create distinctions for which nature has given no 
warrant ; to suh.stitute a superiority which is conven- 
tional for that which is real ; and thus try to raise little 
minds above the level of great ones. The utter failurt;, 
and, a.«; society advances, the eventual cessation of all 
such attempts, is certain ; but it is evident, that as long 
as the attempts are made, they who profit by them 
must be inciineil to value those from whom they pro- 
ceed. Unle-ss counteracting circumstances interpose, 
there must be between the two parties that sympathy 
which is caused by the memory of past favours, and 
the hope of future ones. In France, this natural feel- 
ing being strengthened by that protective spirit which 
induced men to cling to those above them, it is not 
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sti-anf''e that the nobles^ even in the midst of their tur- 
hnleiice, should seek the slightest favours of the crown 
with an eagerness of which some examples have just been 
given, TJiey had been so long accustomed to look up to 
the sovereign as the source of their o-wu dignity^ that 
tiiey believed there was some hidden dignity even 
in his commonest actions ; sothat^ to their minds, it was 
a matter of the greatest importance which of them sliould 
hatul him his napkin, which of them should liold his 
biisin, and which of them should put on his shirt. It 
is not, however, for the sake of casting ridicule upon 
these idle and frivolous men, that 1 have collected 
evidence respecting the disputes with which they were 
engrossed. So far from this, tliey are. rather to be pitied 
than blamed ; they acted according to their instincts ; 
they even exerted such slender abilities as nature had 
given to them. But we may well feel for that great 
country whose interests depended on their care. And 
it is solely in reference to the fate of the French 
people that the historian need trouble liimself with the 
history of the French nobles. At the same time, 
evidence of this sort, by disclosing the tendencies of 
the old nobility, displays in one of its most active 
forms that protective and aristocratic spirit, of which 
they know little who only know it in its present 
reduced and waning condition. Such facts are to i)e 
regarded as the symptoms of a cruel disease, by 
which Europe is indeed still afflicted, but which we 
now see only in a very mitigated form, and of 
wdiose native virulence no one can have an idea, 
unless he has studied it in those early stages, whe}i, 
Imaging uncontrolled, it obtriined such a mastery as 
to check the growth of liberty, stop the progress 
of nations, and dwarf the energies of the human 
mind, . 

It is hardly necessary to trace at greater length the 
way in which France and England diverged from each 
other, or to point out, what I hope will henceforth be 

193 Even just before the Eronch Bevolution, the-so feelings .still 
existed. 
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coiisulored tlie obvious difference betvveou the civil 
wars in Ibe two countries. It is evident tbat the low- 
born und ])Iel)ftian leaders of our rebclliou could have 
no syinpailiy witli those matters which perplexed the 
iindfU’standing of the great French nobles. Men like 
( j’oinwell and his coadjutors, were not much versed 
in the mysteries of genealogy, or in the subtleties of 
lieraldic lore. They had paid small attention to the 
etiquette of courts ; they had not even studied the 
rules of precedence. All tins was foreign to their 
design. (.)n thoi other hand, what they did was done 
thoroughly. They knew tliat they had a great work 
to perform ; and they performed it well.^®'^ They had 
risen iu arms against a corrupt and despotic govern- 
ment, ;ind they would not stay their hands until they 
hud pulled dowui those who were in high places ; until 
they had not only removed the evil, hut had likewise 
chastised those bad men by whom the evil was com- 
jnitted. And although in this, their glorious under- 
taking, they did undoubtedly display some of the 
infirmities to which even the highest minds are subject ; 
we, at least, ought never to speak of them but with 
that unfeigned respect which is due to those wIjo 
taught the first great lcs.son to the kings of Europe, 
{- and who, in language not to be mistaken, proclaimed 

to them that the'" impunity which they had long 
enjoyed was now come to an end, and that against 
their tran.sgressions the people possessed a remedy, 
sliarper, and more decisive, than any tliey had hitherto 
ventured to use. 

Ludlow thi'iS espressos tho aontiraeuts which induced him 
to make war upon the crown: “The question in dispute 
hetween the king’s paidiy and us being, as I apprehended, 
whether the king should govern as a god hy his will, and the 
nation be governed by force like boasts ? or whether the imbple 
should be governed by laws made by themsolvea, and hve 
under a government derived from their own eon.sent ? being 
fully persuaded, that an accommodation with the king was 
unsafe to tho people of England, and unjust and wicked in the 
nature, of it.” Liidloivs Mernoin, vol. i. p, 230. 


CHAPTER IV 


The Protective Spirit carrier by Louis XIV into 
Literature. Examination op the Consequences 
OF this Alliance between the Intei.lrotual 
Classes and the Governing Classes. 

Tim reader will now be able to understand bow it was 
that the protective system, and the notions of subordi- 
nation connected with it, gained in France a strength 
unknown in England, and caused an essential diver- 
gence between the two countries. To complete the 
comparison, it seems necessary to examine how this 
same spirit influenced the purely intellectual history of 
France, as well as its social and political history. *For 
the ideas of dependence upon which the protective 
scheme is based, encouraged a belief that the subordi- 
nation which existed in politics and in society ought 
also to exist in literature; and that the paternal, 
inquisitive, and centralizing system which regulated 
the material interests of the country, sliould likewise 
regulate the interests of its knowledge. 'iVhen, there- 
fore, the Fronde was finally overthrown, everything 
was prepared for that singular intellectual ]Jolity, which 
during fifty years characterized the reign of Louis 
Xn'’., and which was to French literature what 
feudalism was to French politics. In both cases, 
homage was paid by one party, and protection and 
favour accorded by the otlicr. Every man of letters 
became a vassal of the French crown. Every book 
was written with a view to the roytil favour ; and tu 
obtain the patronage of the king was considercxl tlio. 
most decisive proof of intellectual eminence. The 
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effects produced by tins system will be examined in 
' tlie present chapter, llie apparent cause of the system 

was the ijersonal character of Louis XIV.; but the real 
and overruling; causes were those circumstances which 
I have already pointed out, and tvhich establislicd in 
the French mind associations that remained undis- 
turbed until the eip’hteeuth century. 'Po invigorate 
those associations, and to carry them into every 
department of life, was the great aim of Louis XIV.’; 
and in that he w'as completely successful. It is on this 
i account that the history of his reign becomes highly 

instructive, because Ave see in it the most remarkable 
iiivStauce of despotism which has ever occurred ; a 
despotism of the largest and most comprehensive 
kind ; a despotism of iifty years over one of the most 
civilized people in Europe, who not only bore the yoke 
without repining, but submitted with clieerfulnesa, 
and even with gratitude, to him by whom it was 
imposed. 

Wliat makes this the more strange is, that the reign 
of Louis XIV. must he utterly condemned if it is tried 
even by the lowest standard of morals, of honour, or of 
interest. A coarse and unbridled profligacy, followed 
by the meanest and most grovellingf superstition, 
t characterized his private life ; while in his public 
career, he disjdayed an arrogance and a systematic 

MD Iforeigners wei’e equally amazed at the general, and still 
more, at the willing servility. Lord Shaftesbury, in a letter 
dated February 1701-6, passes a glowing eulogy upon liberty ; 
hut he adds, that in Franco, “you will hardly find, this argu- 
■ meut understood ; for whatoyor Hashes may now and than 
appear, T never yet knew one single Frenchman a free man.’-’ 
Original Letters of Loche, SiAuey, and Shaftesbury, 
188d, p. 206. Tn the same year, De Foe makes a similar 
remark in regard to the French noVilcs, info/a’s Life of De Fw, 
■s’ol. ii. p. 200 ; and, in 1(509, Addi.son writes from Blois a letter 
wliicli strikingly illustrates the degradation of the French. 
Aihhi's Life of Addison, vol. i. p. SO. Compare Jiurnet’s lliMory 
of Mn Own Times, vol. iv. p. 366, on “ the gross excos.s of flattery 
, to which the French have i-un, beyond the examples of former 

ages, in honour of their king,” 
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])eriidy which eventually roused the aiig-er of all 
Europe, and brought upon Fi'ance sharp aij<l signal 
retribution. As to his domestic policyj he formed a 
strict alliance with the church ; and although he 
resisted the authority of the PopCj he willingly left his 
subjects to be oppressed by the tyranny of the clergy. 
'J’o them he abandoned everything except the e.xercise 
of his own prerogative. Led on by tiiem, he^ from 
the moment he assnnied the governnrentj began to 
encroach upon those religious liberties, of which 
I lenry IV. had laid the foundation, and which down 
to this period had been preserved intact.*®® It was at 
tlie instigation of the clei'gy that he revoked the 
Edict of Nantes, by which the principle of toleration 
had for nearly a century been incorporated with the 
law of the land.*®*’ It was at their instigation that, 
just he.fore this outraige upon the most sacred rlglits 
of his subjects, he, in order to terrify the Protestants 
into conversion, suddenly let loose upon them whole 
troops of dissolute soldiers, who were allowed to 
practise the most revolting cruelties. The frightful 
barbarities which followed are related by authentic 
writers ; and of the effect produced on the material 
interests of the nation, some idea may be formed 

ISO Flassan supposes that the first persecuting laws wore in 
1679: “Dos I’ann^e 1679 los conces.sions faites aux pro- 
testans _ avaient _ 6t€ graduellement restreintes.” Diplomatie 
Frangaise., vol. iv. p. 92. But the fact is, that these laws 
began in 1662, the j’^oar after the death of Mazarin. In 
1667, a lottei* from Thynne to Lord Clarendon {Lvite)''s Lifa 
<lf Clarerulon), vol, iii. p. 440) mentions “ tlio horrid per- 
seci;tions the reformed religion undergoes in France ” ; and 
Locke, %yho travelled in Franco in 1675 and 1676, states in 
his Journal {Kin.(/s Ufa of Locke^ vol. i. p. 110) that the 
Proto.«tant3 were losing “ every day some privilege or other.” 

19" An account of the revocation will he found in all the 
French historians ; but I do not romeinber that any of them 
have noticed that there was a rumour of it in Paris twenty 
yeans before it occurred. 

19'’^ Compare Bump's Ilutorp of Mp Oimi Trmes, vol. Hi. pp, 
7S-76, with BiCcle de Louis JiJV., in QCuvres de Tolfaire, vol, xx. 
pp. 377, 37S, 
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from the fact, tliat these religious persecutions cost 
i'’rance half a million of her most imlusU'ious inhahi- 
iauts- wlio llerl to diifcrent parts, taking with them 
those habits of labour, and tliat knowledge and ex- 
]»erience in tlieir respective tirades, which had hitherto 
l»e(?n employed in enriching their own country. These 
things are notorious, tliey are incontestable, and they 
lie on the surface of history. Yet, in the face of them, 
there are still found men who hold up for admiration 
the age of Louis XIV. Although it is well known that 
in his reign every vestige of liberty was destroyed ; 
that the people were weighed down by an insuffer- 
able taxation ; that their cliildren were torn from them 
by tens of thousands to swell the royal armies ; that 
the resources of the country were squandered to an 
unprecedented extent ; that a despotism of the worst 
kind was firmly established ; — although all this is 
universally admitted, yet there are writers, even in 
our own day, who are so infatuated with the glories 
of literature, as to balance them against the most 
enormous crimes, and who will forgive every injury 
inflicted by a prince during whose life there were 
Itroduced the letters of Pascal, the Orations of Bossuet, 
the Comedies of Moliere, and the Tragedies of Racine. 

This method of estimating the merits of a sovereign 
is, indeed, so rapidly dying away, that I shall not spend 
any words in refuting it. But it is connected with a 
more widely diffused error respecting the influence of 
royal patronage upon national literature. ITiis is a 
delusion xvhich men of letters have themselves been the 
first to propagate. From the language too many of 
them are in the habit of employing, we might be led to 
helicvo that there is some magical power in the smiles 
of a king, which stimulates the intellect of the for- 
tunate individual whose heart they are permitted to 
gladden. Nor must this be despised, as one of those 
harmless prejudices that still linger round the person 
of the so^mreign. It is not only founded on a mis- 
conception of the nature of things, but it is in its 
practical consequences very injurious. It is injurious 

TI K 
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to the independeut spirit which literature shouitl 
always possess; aiid it is injurious to ]u'iiices tlteni- 
selvesj because it stren^^ens that vanity of which 
they generally have too large a share. Indeed, if 
we consider the position they no\v occupy in tJie most 
civilized countries, we shall at once see the absin-dity 
of an opinion which, in the present state of knowledge, 
is unfit to bo held by educated men. 

From the moment that there was finally ahaudoned 
the theological fiction of the divine right of kings, it 
necessarily followed that the respect felt for thcin 
should suffer a corresponding diminution. The super- 
stitious reverence with which they wore formerly 
regarded is extinct, and at the present day we are 
no longer awed by that divinity with wliich their 
persons were once supposed to be hedged. The 
standard, therefore, by which we should measure 
them is obvious. We sliould applaud their conduct 
in proportion as they contribute towards the happiness 
of the nation over which they are intrusted with 
power ; but we ought to remember that, from the 
manner in which they are educated, and from the 
childish homage always paid to them, their information 
must be very inaccurate, and their prejudices very 
numerous,^® On this account, so far from expecting 
that they should he judicious patrons of literature, or 
should in any way head their age, we ought to be 
satisfied if they do not obstinately oppose the spirit 
of their time, and if they do not attempt to stop the 

1®® In this, as in all instances, the language of respect long 
survives the feeling to which the language owed its origin. 
JiOrd Brougham {Polificat Philosophy, vol. i. p. 42, Loud. 1949) 
observes that “all their titles arc derived from a divine 
original — all refer to them as representing the Deity on earth. 
They are called ‘ Gvac&,’ ‘ Majesty.’ They are termed ‘ The 
Loras anointed,' ‘ Th& Vicegerent of Ood, -upon earth ’ ; with many 
other names which are either non.sonsical or blu.siAumous, but 
which are outdone in absurdity by the kings of the lilast.” 
True enough; but if Lord Brotigham had written thus three 
centuries ago, he would have had his ears cut oif for his 
pains. 
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m:ir«h of society. For. milesa the sovereign^ in spite 
of the iutellectnal disadvantages of his position,, is a 
man of very enlai-ged rniiulj it must usually happen 
that ho will reward, not those who are most ahle, but 
those xvho are most compliant; and that wliile he 
refuses his patronage to a profound and independent 
thinicer, lie will ga-ant it to an author %vho cherifllies 
ancient px’ejudices and defend.? ancient abu.ses. In this 
I the practice of conferring on men of letters either 

f lionorary or jxicnniary rewards, is agrct;ahle, no doubt, 

I to those who receive them ; but has a inanife..st ten- 

I dency to weaken the boldness and energy of their 
sentiments, and therefore to impair the value of their 
works. This might be made evident by publishing a 
list of those literary pensions which have been granted 
by European princes. If this were done, the mischief 
produced by these and similar rewards would b(^ 
clearly seen. After a careful study of the history of 
literature, I tliiuk myself authorized to .say, that for 
one instance in which a sovereign has recompensed a 
man who is before his age, there are at least twenty 
; instances of his recompensing one who is behind his 
j age. The result is, that in every country where royal 
I patronage has been long and generally bestowed, the . 
spirit of literature, instead of being progressive, has 
become reactionary. An alliance has been struck up 
between tliose wbo give and those who receive. By a 
system of bounties, there has been artificially engen- 
dered a greedy and nece.ssitous classs ; who, eager foi* 
pensions, and offices, and titles, have made the pursuit 
of truth subordinate to the desire of gain, and have 
i3ifnsed into their writings the prejudices of the court 
to which they cling. Hence it is, that the marks of 
fiivour have become the badge of servitude. Hence it 
is, that the acquisition of knowledge, by far the 
noblest of all occuijations, an occupation which of all 
others raises the dignity of man, has been debased to 
the level of a common profession, where the chances 
of success are measured by the number of rewards, 
and where the highest honours are in tiie gift of 
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whoever happens to he the minister or so^■el•eign of 
:the::,day. 

The tendency forms of itself a decisive objection to 
the views of those who wish to intrust the executive 
g-overnment with the means of reivarding literary men. 
Rut there is also another objection, in some respects 
.still more seriou.?. Every nation xvhich is allowed to 
pursue its course uncontrolled, will easily satisfy the 
wants of its own intellect, and will produce such a 
literature as is best suited to its actual condition. And 
it is evidently for the interest of all classes that the 
production shall not be greater than the want ; that 
the supply shall not exceed the demand. It is, more- 
over, necessary to the well-being of society that a 
healthy proportion should be kept up between the 
intellectual classes and the practical classes. It is 
necessary that there should be a certain ratio between 
those who are most inclined to think, and those who 
are most inclined to act. If we were all authors, our 
material interests would suffer ; if we were all men of 
business, our mental pleasures would be abridged. In 
the first case, we should be famished philosophers ; in 
the other case, we should be wealthy fools. Now, it 
is obvious that, according to tlie commonest principles 
of human action, the relative numbers of these two 
classes will be adjusted, without effort, by the natural, 
or, as -we call it, the spontaneous movement of society. 
But if a government takes upon itself to pen.siou 
literary men, it disturbs this movement ; it troubles 
the harmony of things. This is the unavoidable result 
of that spirit of interference, or, as it is termed, 
protection, by which every country has been greatly 
injured. If, for instance, a fund wei^e set apart by the 
state for rewarding butchers and tailors, it is certain 
that the number of those useful men would be need- 
lessly augmented. If another fund is approj>riated for 
the literary classes, it is as certain that men of letters 
will increase more rapidly than the exigencies of the 
country require. In both cases, an artificial stimulus 
will produce an unhealthy action. Surely, food and 
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I clothes arc as necessary for the body as literature is 
, for the mind. ^Vhy/ then, should we call upf>n 

! jfoverumeut to encourage those who write our books, 

I any more tliaii. to encourage those who kill our mutton 

and mend our garments ? The truth is, that t1\o 
intellectual march of society is, in this respect, exactly 
analogous to its physical march. In some instances a 
forced supply may, indeed, create an unnatural want, 
liut this is an artificial state of things, which indicates 
a diseased action. In a healthy condition, it is not the 
I supply which causes the want, but it is the want which 

I gives rise to the supply. To suppose, therefore, that 

I an increase of authors would necessarily be followed by 

1 a diffusion of knowledge, is as if we were to suppose 

{ that an increase of butchers must be followed by a 

* diffusion of food. This is not tlie way in which things 

are ordered. Men must have appetite before they will 
eat ; they must have money before they can buy ; they 
must he inquisitive before they will read. The two 
great principles which move the world are, the love of 
wealth and the love of knowledge. These two principles 
respectively represent and govern the two most impor- 
tant classes into which every civilized country is divided. 
IVhat a government gives to one of these classes, it 
' must take from the other. What it gives to literature, 
it must take from wealth. This can never he done to 
any great extent, without entailing the most ruinous 
consequences. For, the natural proportions of society 
being destroyed, society itself will be thrown into 
confusion. While men of letters are protected, naen 
of industry will he depressed. The lower classes can 
count for little in the eyes of those to whom literature 
is the first consideration. The idea of the liberty of 
the people will be discouraged ; tbeir persons will 
be oppressed ; their labour will be taxed. The arts 
necessary to life will he despised, in order that those 
which embellish life may be favoured. The many will 
be ruined, that the few may he pleased. "While every- 
thing is splendid above, aE will be rotten below. Fine 
j pictures, noble palaces, touching dramas— these may 
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for a time be produced in profusion;, but it \rill be at 
tbe cost of the heart and strength of the nation. E^’^eu 
the cla.ss for Trbom the saerihce has been inatlo, Hull 
soon decay. Poets may continue to sing the praises of 
the prince vvho has bought them with hi.s gold. It is^ 
however^ certain that men who begin by losing their 
independence, will end by losing tlieir energy. Their 
intellect must be robiist indeed, if it does not wither 
in the sickly atmosphere of a court. Their attentioii 
being concentrated on their master, they insensibly 
contract those habits of servility which are suited 
to their position ; and, as the range of their 
sympathies is diminished, the use and action of tlieir 
genius become impaired. To them submission is 
a custom, and servitude a pleasure. In their hands, 
literature soon loses its boldness, tradition is appealed 
to as the ground of truth, and the spirit of inquiry 
is extingui.shed. Then it is, that there comes one 
of those sad moments in which, no outlet being left 
for public opinion, the minds of men are unable to 
lind a vent their discontents, having no voice, slowly 
rankle into a deadly hatred ; their passions accumulate 
in silence, until at length, losing all patience, they are 
goaded into one of those terrible revolutions, by which 
they humble the pride of their rulers, and carry retri- 
bution even into the heart of the palace. 

The truth of this picture is well known to those who 
have studied the history of Louis XIV., and the con- 
nexion between it and the French Revolution. That 
prince adopted, during his long reign, the mischievous 
practice of rewarding literary men with large sums of 
money, and of conferring on them numerous marks of 
personal favour. As this was done for more than half 
a century ; and as the wealth which he thus unscrupu- 
lously employed was of course taken from his other 
subjects, we can find no better illustration of the results 
which such patronage is likely to produce. lie, indeed, 
has the merit of organizing into a system that protec- 
tion of literature which some are so an.xious to restore. 
What the effect of tins was upon the general interests 


I 
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I of knowledircj we sliali presently see. But its effect 

upon anlliurs ihem.seh'es should be particularly atteufled 
I to by those men of letters who, with little "regard to 

; their own dignity, are constantly reproaching tin; 

j English government for neglecting the profession of 

j which they themselves are members. In no age have 

; literary men been rewarded witlr such profuseness as 

j in the reign of Louis XIV. ; and in no age have they 

; been so mean-spirited, so servile, so utterly unfit to 

fulfil their great vocation as the apostles of knowledge 
and the missionaries of truth. The history of the most 
celebrated authors of that time proves that, notwitii- 
I standing their acquirements, and the power of their 

i minds, they were unable to resist the surrounding 

corruption. To gain the favour of the king, they 
t sacrificed that independent spirit which should have 

I been deai'er to them than life. They gave away the 

j inheritance of genius ; tliey sold their birthright for a 

i mess of pottage. What happened then, would under 

j the same circumstances happen now. A few eminent 

I thinkers may be able for a certain time to resist: the : 

' , pressure of "their age. But, looking at mankind 

generally, society can have no hold on any class ex- 
I eept through the medium of their interests. It behoves, 

therefore, every people to take heed, that the interests 
i of literary men are on their side rather than on the 

I side ' of their rulers. For, literature is the repre- 

sentative of intellect, which is progressive j govern- 
i ment is the representative of order, which is stationary. 

■ As long as these two great powers are separate, they 

will correct and react upon each other, and the people 
i may hold the balance. If, however, these powers 

j coalesce, if the government can corrupt the intellect, 

; and if the intellect will yield to the government, the 

inevitable re-sult must be, despotism in politics, and 
: servility in literature. This was the history of France 

j under Louis XIV, ; and this, we may rest assured, will 

I be the history of every country tliat shall be tempted 

I to follow so attractive but so fatal an example. 

I The reputation of Louis XIV. originated in the 
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gratitude of men of letters ; but it is now supported 
by a popular notion lliat the celebrated literature of 
Ids age is mainly to be ascribed to his fostering care. 
If, however, we examine this opinion, we shall find 
that, like many of the traditions of which history is 
full, it is entirely devoid of truth. We shall find two 
leading circumstances, which will prove that the 
literary splendour of his reign was not the result of 
his efforts, hut was the work of that great generation 
which preceded him ; and that the intellect of F ranee, 
so far from being heuefited by his munificence, was 
hampered by his protection. 

1. The first circumstance is, that the immense im- 
I>ulse w'hich, during the administrations of Richelieu 
and of Mazarin, had been given to the highest branches 
of knowledge, was suddenly stopped. In IGdI Louis 
XIV. assumed the government ; and from that moment 
until his death, in 1716, the history of France, so far 
as great discoveries are concerned, is a blank in the 
annals of Europe. If, putting aside all preconceived 
notions respecting the supposed glory of that age, we 
examine the matter fairly, it will be seen that in every 
department there was a manifest dearth of original 
thinkers. There was much that was elegant, much 
that was attractive. The senses of men were soothed 
and flattered by the creations of art, by paintings, by 
palaces, by poems ; but scarcely anything of moment 
was added to the sum of human knowledge. If we 
take the mathematics, and those mixed sciences to 
which they are applicable, it will be universally 
admitted that their most successful cultivators in 
France during the seventeenth century were Descartes, 
Pascal, Fermat, Gassendi, and Mersenne. But, so far 
from Louis XIV. having any share in the honour due 
to them, these eminent men were engaged iu their 
investigations while the king was still in his cradle, 
and completed them before he assumed the govern- 
ment, and therefore before his system of protection 
came into play. Descartes died in 1650, when the 
king was twelve years old. Pascal, whose name, like 
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that of DeacarteSj is commonly associated with the aye 
of Louis XIV., had gained an Em'opeau reputation 
while Louis, occupied in the nursery with his toys, was 
not aware that any such man existed. His treatise on 
conic sections was written in 1G39 his decisive 
experiments on the weight of air were made in 1G48 
and ins resciirches on the cycloid, the last great inquiry 
he ever undertook, were in lGo8, when Louis, still 
under the tutelage of Mazarin, had no .sort of authority. 
Fermat was one of the most i)rofound thinkers of tluj 
seventeenth century, particularly as a geometrician, in 
which respect he was second only to Descartes. Tlie 
most important steps he took are those concerning the 
geometry of iuhnites, applied to the ordinates and 
tangents of curves, which, however, he completed in or 
before 1636. As to Gassendi and Mersenne, it is 
enough to say that Gassendi died in 1655, six years 
before Louis was at the head of affairs ; while Mersenne 
died in 1648, when the great king was ten years 
old. 

These were the men who flourished in France just 
before the s}fstem of Louis XIV. came into operation. 
Shortly after their death the patronage of tlio king 
began to toll upon the national intellect ; and during 
the next fifty years no addition of importiinee was made 
to either branch of the mathematics, oi', with the single 
exception of acoustics,®"^ to any of the sciences to which 
the mathematics are applied, llie further the seven- 
teenth century advanced, the more evident did the 

In BiQff, Unit), vol. xxxiii. p. 50, ha is said to have ootn- 
posed it “h, ra.go da seize ans”; and at p. 46, to have been 
bora in 1623, 

Sir John Hcrschel (Disc, mb Nat. Phih$. pp. 229, 230) calls 
this “ono of iho first, if not the very first," oracial . instanco 
recorded in physics; and ho thinks that it “tended, more 
powerfully than anything which had previously been done in 
science, to confirm in the minds of men that disposition to 
experimental verification which had scarcely yet taken fall and 
secure root.” In this point of view, the addition it actually 
made to knowledge is the smallest part of its merit. 

so a Of which Sanveur may bo considered the creator. 
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decline become, and the more clearly can we trace the 
connexion between the waning powers of tiie Ereneb, 
and that protective spirit which enfeebled the energic=‘« 
it wished to strengtlien. Louis had lieard that astro- 
nomy is a noble study ; he was therefoi’e anxious, by 
encouraging its cultivation in France, to add to the 
glories of his own name,®^ With this vieu'-, he 
rewarded its professors with unexampled profusion ; 
he built the splendid Observatory of Paris ; he invited 
to his court the most eminent foreign astronomers, 
Cassini from Italy, Rdmer from Denmark, Huygens 
from Holland. But, as to native ability, France did 
not produce a single man who made even one of those 
various discoveries which mark the epochs of astrono- 
mical science. In other countries vast progress was 
made ; and Newton, in particular, by his immense 
generalizations, reformed nearly every branch of 
physics, and remodelled astronomy by carrying the 
laws of gravitation to the extremity of the solar system. 
C)n the other hand, France had fallen into such a 
torpor that these wonderful discoveries, which changed 
the face of knowledge, were entirely neglected, there 
being no instance of any French astronomer adopting 
them until 1732, that is forty-five years after they had 
been published by their immortal author.®^ Eveir in 
matters of detJiil, the most valuable improvement made 
by French astronomers during the power of Louis XIV. 
was laot original. They laid claim to the invention of 
the micrometer, an admirable resource, which, as they 
supposed, was fii'st contrived by Picard and Auzout. 
The truth, however, is, that here again they wore 
anticipated by the activity of a freer and less protected 

203 A. writer late in the seventeenth century says, with some 
simplicity, “the present king of France is reputed an 
cncourager of choice and able men, in all faculties, who can 
atti-ihute to his greatness." Aubrey’s Leiters, vol. ii. p. 624. 

20i The Principia of Newton appeared in 1687 ; and Mauper- 
tuis, in 1732, “was the first astronomer of France who undertook 
a critical defence of the theory of gravitation, " Gh-aid's History 
bf Physical Astronomy, pp. 31, 34. 


PROTECTIVE SPIRIT UNDER LOUIS XIV US 


poople;, shice the micrometer was invented hy Gascoigue 
in or just 'Itefore 1(530, when the English monarch, so 
far from having leisure to patronize science, was ahoixt 
to embark in fchxit struggle which, ten years later, cost 
him his crown aud his life."® 

The absence iu France, during this period, not only of 
gvexxt discoveries, but xilso of mere practical ingemxity, 
is certainly very striking. In investigations requiring 
minu te accuracy, the necessary tools, if at all compli- 
cxited, wei'e ma<le by foreigners, the native workmen 
being too unskilled to construct them ; aud Dr Lister, 
who was a very competent judge, and who w’as in 
Piiris at the cud of the seventeenth century, supplies 
evidence that the best mathematical instruments sold 
iti that city were made, not by a Frenchman, but 
by Butterfield, an Englishman residing there. Nor 
did they succeed better in matters of immediate 
aud obvious utility. The improvements effected in 
manufacture wore few aud insignificant, and were 
calculated, not for the comfort of the people, but for 
the luxury of the idle classes. What, was really valu- 
able was neglected ; no great invention was made ; and 
by the end of the reign of Louis XIV. scarcely aiiy- 

sos ijhe best accoant I have seen of the invontioa of. the 
luicroiM'etBr, is in Mr Grant’s recent work, Mislory of Pkyiiml . 
AUTOiiomy, pp. 428, 450-((53, whore it is proved that Gascoigne 
invented it in 1639, or possibly a year or two earlier. Compare 
MumhoUlt’s Cosmos, vol. iii. p, 52 ; who also ascriboa it to Gas; 
coigae, but erroneously dates it in 1640. Montuok [Hist, des 
Matkimat vol. ii. pp. 570, .571) admits the priority of Gascoigne ; 
but underrates his merit, being' apparently unacciuainted with 
the evidence which Mr Grant subseqnontly adduced. 

209 Notwithstanding the strong prejudice then existing against 
Englishmen, Butterfield was employed by “the king and ail 
tlie princes.” Lister’s Account of Paris at the, dost of the seven~ 
teenth, emtury, edited hy Dr Henniny, p. 815. Fontenello men- 
tions “ M. Hiibin,” as one of the most celebrated makers in 
Paris in 1687 [EUqe, d' Amojitons, in (Euwes de Femitndle, Paris, 
1761), vol. v. p. llS) but Liis forgotten to state that be too was 
an Englishman. Thus, again, in reganl to time-keepoia, the 
vast superiority of the English makers, late in the reign of 
Louis XIV., was equally incontestable. 
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tiling liad been done in machiiiery-j or in those otlier 
oontrivances which, by economizing national labour, 
increase national wealth. 

■VVliile such was the state, not only of mathematical 
and astronomical science, but also of mechanical and 
inventive arts, corresponding symptoms of declining 
power were seen in other departments. In physiology, 
in anatomy, and in medicine, we look in vain for any 
men equal to those by whom France had once been 
honoured. The greatest discovery of this kind ever 
made by a Frenchman, was that of the receptacle of the 
chyle ; a discovery which, in the opinion of a high 
authority, is not inferior to that of the circula- 
tion of the blood by Harvey. This important step in 
our knowledge is constantly assigned to the age of 
Louis XIV., as if it were one of the results of his 
gracious bounty ; but it would be difficult to tell what 
Louis had to do with it, since the discovery was made 
by Pecquet in 1647,'^"’' when the great king was nine 
years old. After Pecquet, the most eminent of the 
French anatomists in the seventeenth century was 
Riolan ; and his name we also find among the illus- 
trious men who adorned the reign of Louis XIV. 
But the principal works of Riolan were written before 
Louis XIV. was born ; his last work was published in 
1652 ; and lie himself died in 1657. Then there 
came a pause, and, during three generations, the 
French did nothing for these great subjects ; they wrote 
lo work upon them which is now read, they made no 
discoveries, and they seemed to have lost all heart, 
until that revival of knowledge, which, as we shall 
presently see, took place in France about the middle 
of the eighteenth century. In the practical parts of 
medicine, in its speculative parts, and in the arts 
connected with surgery, the same law prevails. The 
French, in these, as in other matters, had formerly 

■ 2 or Henle (^Anatomie QinArak, vol. ii. p. 106) says, that the 
discovery was made in 1649 ; but the historians of medioino 
assign it to 1647. Bprmgel Mist, de la Medecine, vol. iv. pp, 
m, 405. 
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produced men of great eminence^ who had won for 
themselves an European reputation, and whose woi’ks 
are still remembered. Thus, only to menlioii two 
or three instances, they had a long line of illustrious 
physicians, among whom Eeruel and Joubert were 
the earliest ; they had, in surgery, Ambroise Pare, 
who not only introduced important practical improve- 
ments,-’"''^ but who has the still rarer merit of being one 
of the founders of comparative osteology ; and they 
had Bailloii, who, late in tlie sixteenth and early in the 
seventeenth century, advanced pathology by connecting 
it with the study of morbid anatomy. Under Louis 
XIV. all this was changed. Under him, surgery was 
neglected, though in other countries its progress was 
rapid. The English, by the middle of the seventeenth, 
century, had taken considerable steps in medicine ; its 
therapeutical branch being reformed chiefly by Syden- 
ham, its physiological branch by Glisson.^^° But the 
age of Louis XIV. cannot boast of a single medical 
writer who can be compared to these ; not even one 
whose name is now known as having made any. specilic 
addition to our knowledge. In Paris, the practice of 
medicine was notoriously inferior to that in the capitals 
of Germany, Italy and England ; while in the French 

aos Sir Boajamm Brodio (LeetTtres on Surmry, p. 21) says, 
“ Fow gi'cater benefits have been conferred on mankind than 
that for which we are indebted to Ambrose Farey— the appli- 
cation. of a ligature to a bleeding artery. *’ 

aofl Tiie most celebrated surgeon of the sixteenth century 
was Ambroise Pard. , . . From the time of Par^ until the com- 
mencement of the eighteenth century, surgery was hut little 
cultivated in Franco. Maurieeau, Saviard, and Bellosto, were 
the only French surgeons of note who could be contrasted with 
so many eminent men of other nations. During tho eighteenth 
century, Franco produced two surgeons of extraordinary genius 
those arc Petit and Desault." Boitmm's Surgeyy, in Mncyd<^, 
of Mtdical Sciences, 1847, 4to, pp, 829, 830. 

230 It is unnecessary to adduce evidence respecting the ser- 
vices rendered by Sydenham, as they are univemally admitted ; 
hut what, perhaps, is less generally known,' is, that tl-lissoa 
anticipated those important views concerning irritability, which 
■were afterwards devoiopod by Haller and Gorter. 
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pvovincosj tlie ignoraucej even of the best physicians^, 
was scandalous,-^* Indeed^ it is no exaggeration to say 
that, during the whole of this long period, the French 
in these matters effected comparatively nothing ; they 
made no contributions to clinical literature,^*- and 
scarcely any to therapeutics, to pathology, to physio- 
logy or to anatomy.***** 

In what are called the natural sciences, we also find 
the French now brought to a stand. In zoology, tl.'ey 
had formerly possessed remarkable men, among ivhora 
Pielon and Roudelet were the most conspicuous ; but, 
under Louis XIV., they did not produce one original 
observer in this great field of inquiry.***'* In chemistry, 
again, Rey had, in the reign of Louis XIIL, struck out 
views of such vast importance, that he anticipated some 
of those generalizations which formed the glory of the 
French intellect in the eighteenth century. During 
the corrupt and frivolous age of Louis XIV., all this 
was forgotten ; the labours of Rey were neglected ; and 
so complete was the indifierence, that even the cele- 
brated e.xperiineuts of Doyle remained unknown in 
Finance for more than forty years after they were pub- 
lished. 

-n Of this, we have numerous complaints from foreigners who 
visited Prance. I will quote the testimony of one celebrated 
man. In 1699, Addison writes from Blois : “I made use of 
<,110 of the physicians of this place, who are as cheap as our 
Mnglish farriers, and generally as ignorant.” AiMn’s Life of 
Amison, Yol, i. •g. Ti. 

212 Indeed, France was the last great country in Europe in 
which a chair of clinical medicine was established. 

218 M. Bouillaud, in his account of the state of moflieine in 
The seventeenth century, doe.s not mention a single B’renchnian 
<".uring this period. During many years of the power of Loni.j 
XlV.j the French academy only possessed one anatomist : and 
of him, few students of physiology have ever heard.- “M. du 
Verney fut assez long-temps le seul anatomiste de I’acad^mie, 
et CO ne fut qu’en 1664 qu'on lui joignit M. Mery.” Jiloge de 
Du Verneg, in QS'uvres de FonUmlU, vol. vi. p. 892. 

211 After Belon, nothing was done in Franco for the natural 
^history of animals until 1734, when there appeared the first 
volume of Reaumur’s great work. 
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C;on7jecie(i wifcii zoology, and, to a philosophic mind, 
iufjcparable from it, is botany ; which, oeciipying a 
itiiddle place between the animal and mineral world, 
indicates their relation to each other, and at different 
j^oints touches the confines of both. It also throws 
great light on the functions of nutrition, and on the 
laws of development ; while, from the marked aiiiilogy 
belweeu anunals and vegetables, we have every re;isoii 
to hope tliat its further progress, assisted hy that of 
electricity, will prepare the way for a coinprehensive 
theory of life, to which the resources of our knowledge 
arc still unequal, hut towards which the movements 
of modern science are manifestly tending. On these 
grounds, far nioro than for the sake of practical advan- 
tages, botany will always attract the atteutiou of think- 
ing men ; who, neglecting views of immediate utility, 
look to large and ultimate results, and only value 
particular facts in so far as they facilitate the discovery 
of general truths. The first step in this noble study 
was taken towards the middle of the sixteenth century, 
when authors, instead of copying what previous writers 
had said, began to observe nature for themselves. 
The next step was, to add experiment to observation ; 
but it required another hundred years before . this 
\ could be done with accuracy ; because the microscope, 

■ which is essential to such inquiries, was only invented 
about 1020, and the, labour of a whole generation was 
needed to make it available for miinito investigations.®^^ 
80 soon, Jiowever, as this resource was .sufficiently 
matured to be applied to plants, the march of botany 
became rapid, at least as far as details are concerned j 

MS q’lie higliest prosent generalizations of the laws of nutri- 
tion are those by 51. Chevx'oul, 

216 Bruufels in. 1530, and Pnehs in 1542, woro the two first 
writer-s who observed the vegetable kingdom for theraselvas, 
instead of copying w'bat the ancients bad said. 

Xhe microscope was exhibited in London, by llrebbol, 
about 1020 ; ar.d this apyiears to be the earliest un(iuGstionabIe 
notice of its use, though some writers assert that it wa-s in- 
, vented at the be^nning of the seventeonth century, or even in 

; 1.590. 
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for it was not until the eighteeiitli. century that the 
iacLs \vere actually generalized. But^ in the pre- 
liminary work of accumulating the facts, great energy 
was shown ; and, for reasons sfcited in an earlier part 
(if the Introduction, this, like other studies relatisig to 
the external world, advanced with peculiar speed during 
the reign of Charles II. The trachea; of plants were 
discovered by Henshaw in 1661 ; and their cellular 
tissue by Hooke in 1667, These were considerable 
approaches towards establishing tlie analogy between 
plants and animals ; and, within a few years. Grew 
effected still more of the same kind. He made such 
minute and extensive dissections, as to raise the 
anatomy of vegetables to a separate study, and pro^'e 
that their organization is scarcely less complicated than 
that possessed by animals.^i® His first work was written 
in 1670 ; and, in 1676, another Englishman, Milling- 
ton, ascertained the existence of a distinction of 
sexes ; thus supplying further evidence of the 
harmony between the animal and vegetable kingdoms, 
•and of linity of idea which regulates their composition. 

This is what was effected in England during the 
reign of Charles II.; and we now ask what was done in 
France, during the same period, under the munificent 
patronage of Louis XIV. The answer is, nothing : no 

218 Dr Thomson (VeffeCable Chemistry, p. 950) says: “But 
tho person to whom we are indebted for the first attempt to 
ascertain tho structura of plants by _ dissection and micro- 
acopical observations, was Dr Nathaniel Grew.” The char- 
acter of Grew’s inquiries, as “ viewing- the internal, as well as 
osternal parts of plants,” is also noticed in Ray's Correspond. 
p. 188 ; and M. Winckler {Gesch. der Boianih, p. 882) ascribes 
to him and Malpighi the “neuen Aufsohwung” taken by 
vegetable physiology late in the seventeenth century. 

-ly Tho first book of his Anatomy of Plants was laid before 
the Boyal Society in 1670, and printed in 1G71. 

220 “ The presence of sexual organs in plants was -first shown 
in 1676, by Sir Thomas Millington ; and it was afterwards con- 
firmed by'Grew, Malpighi, and Bay.” Balfour’s Botany, p, 236. 
Before this, the sexual system of vegetables had been empiri- 
oally known to several of the ancients, but never raised to a 
scientific truth. 
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(liBCOvery, no idea^ which forms an epoch hi this 
important departiueiit of natural science. The son of 
the celclirated Sir Thomas Browne visited Paris in the 
hope of making some additions to his knowledge of 
botany, which "ho thought he could not fail to do in a 
country where science was held in such honour, its 
professors so caressed by the court, and its researches 
so bountifully encouraged. To his surprise, he, in 
found in that great city no one capable of teach- 
ing his favourite pursuit, and even the public lectures 
on it miserably meagre and unsatisfactory. Neither 
then, nor at a much later j)eriod, did the Fi*ench 
possess a good ptopular treatise on botany : still less did 
they make any improvement in it. Indeed, so com- 
pletely was the pliilosophy of the subject misunder- 
stood, that Tournefort, the only French botanist of 
repute in the reign of Louis, actually rejected that 
discovery of the sexes of plants, which had been made 
before he began to write, and which afterwards becaine 
the corner-stone of the Linnean system, This 
showed his incapacity for those large views respecting ' 
the: unity of the organic woidd, which alone give , to 
botany a scientific value; and we find, accordingly, 
that he did nothing for the physiology of plants, and ' 
that his only merit was as a collector and classifier of 
them.'^^^ And even in his classification he was guided, 
not by a comprehensive comparison of their various 
parts, but by considerations drawn from the mere ' 
appearance of the flower : thus depriving botany of ife 

1665, he writes from Paris to his father, “The 
lecture of plants here is only the naming of thorn, their 
degrees in heat and cold, and somotimea their use in physidk ; 
scarce a word more than may be seen in every herbalb” 
Brovm&'s IFor/t.s, vol. i. p. lOS. 

2-2 Cuvier, mentioning the inferiority of Tournofort’s views te 
those of hid predecessors, gives as an instance, “puisqu’il a 
rejetCj los sexes des plantos.’’^ JLijiL des Sdences, part ii. p. 496, 
Hcnec he held that the farina was excrementitious. Fultenet/'s 
I'mjrens of Botany, voL i. p. 340. 

| “>a ij'his is admitted even by his eulogist Duvau. Biog. XJmv, 
vol. xlvi. p. 363. 

II L 
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real gramleur, degrading it into an arrangement ol 
lieautiful objects, and supplying another instance of the 
T('ay in which the Prcnchnion of that generation 
impoverished what they sought to enrich, and dwarfed 
every topic, until they suited the intellect and pleased 
the eye of that ignorant and luxurious court, to whose 
favour they looked for reward, and whose applause it 
was the business of their life to gain. 

The truth is, that in these, as in all matters of real 
importance, in questions requiring independent thought, 
and in questions of practical utility, the age of Louis 
XIV. was an age of decay : it w'as an age of misery, of 
intolerance and oppression ; it was an age of bondage, 
of ignominy, of incompetence. This would long since 
have been universally admitted, if those who have 
written the history of that period had taken the trouble 
to study subjects without which no history can be 
understood ; or I should rather say, without which no 
history can exist. If this had been done, the reputa- 
tion of Louis XIV. would at once have shrunk to its 
natural size. Even at the risk of exposing myself to 
the charge of unduly estimating my own labours, I 
cannot avoid saying, that the facts which I have just 
pointed out have never before been collected, but have 
remained isolated in the text-books and repertories of 
the sciences to which they belong. Yet without them 
it is impossible to study the age of Louis XJV. It is 
impossible to estimate the character of any period 
except by tracing its development ; in other words, by 
measuring the extent of its knowledge. Therefore it 
is, that to write the history of a country without regard 
to its intellectual progress, is as if an astronmner 
should compose a planetary system without regard to 
the sun, by whose light alone the planets can be .seen, 
and by whose attraction they are held in their course, 
and compelled to run in the i)ath of their appointed 
orbits. For the great luminary, even as it siiines in 
the heavens, is not a more noble or a more powerful 
object than is the intellect of man in this netlier world. 
It is to the human intellect, and to that alone, that 
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every country owes its knowledge. And what is it but 
ibe progress and diffusion of knowledge whicb has 
given us our arts, our sciences, our manufactures, our 
; laws, our opinions, our manners, our comforts, our 
luxuries, our civilization ; in short, everything that 
raises us above the savages, who by their ignorance 
arc degraded to the level of the brutes with which they 
herd? Surely, then, the time has now arrived when 
they who undertake to write the history of a great 
nation should occupy themselves with those matters 
by which alone the destiny of men is regulated, and 
should abandon the petty and insigniticant details by 
which \ve have too long been wearied ; details respect- 
ing the lives of kings, the intrigues of ministers, the 
' vices and the gossip of courts. 

It is precisely these higher considerations which 
furnish the key to the history of the reign of Louis 
XIV. In that time, as in all others, the misery of the 
' people and the degradation of tlio country followed 
the decline of the national intellect ; while this la^st 
; was, in its turn, the result of the protective spirit— 
that mischievous spirit which weakens whatever it 
touches. If in the long course and compass of history 
there is one thing more clear than another, it is, 
’ that whenever a government undertakes to protect 
intellectual pursuits, it will almost always protect 
them in the wrong place, and reward the wrong men. 
Nor is it surprising that this should he the case. What 
can kings and ministers know about those immense 
} branches of knowledge, to cultivate which with success 
is often the business of an entire life? How can they, 
constantly occupied with their lofty pursuits, have 
! leisure for such inferior matters ? Is it to be supposed 
that such acquirements will he found among statesmen, 
who are always engaged in the most weighty concerns ; 
sometimes writing despatches, souietimes making- 
speeches, sometimes organizing a party in the parlia- 
ment, sometimes baffling an intrigue in the privy 
chaniher? Or if the sovereign should graciously 
^ bestow his patronage according to his own judgment. 
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are we to expect that mere philosophy and science 
should he familiar to high and mighty princes^ who 
have their own peculiar and arduous studies^, and 
who liavo to leaim the mysteries of heraldry^ tiie 
nature and dignities of rank, the comparative value 
of the different orders, decorations and titles, the laws 
of precedence, the prerogatives of noble birth, the 
names and powers of ribands, stars and garters, the 
various modes of conferring an honour or installing 
into an office, the adjustment of ceremonies, the 
subtleties of etiquette, and all those other courtly 
accomplishments necessary to the exalted functions 
which they perform ? 

The mere statement of such questions proves the 
absurdity of the principle which they involve. For, 
unless we believe that kings are omniscient as ^vell as 
immaculate, it is evident that in the bestowal of 
rewards they must he guided either by personal 
-caprice or % the testimony of competent judges. 
And since no one is a competent judge of scientific 
excellence unless he is himself scientific, we are driven 
to this monstrous alternative, that the rewards of 
intellectual labour must be conferred injudiciously, 
or else that they must be given according to tlie 
verdict of that very class by whom they are received. 
In the first case, the reward will be ridiculous ; in the 
latter case, it will be disgraceful. In the former case, 
weak men will be benefited by wealth which is taken 
from industry to be lavished on idleness. But in the 
latter case, those men of real genius, tliose great and 
illustrious thinkers, who are the masters and teachers 
of the human race, are to be tricked out \vith trumpery 
titles ; and after scrambling in miserable rivalry for 
the sordid favours of a court, they are then to be 
turned into beggars of the state, who not oi}ly clamour 
for their share of the spoil, but even regulate the 
proportions into which the shares are to he divided. 

Under such a system, the natural results are, first, 
the impoverishment and servility of genius ; then the 
decay of knowledge ; then the decline of the countiy. 
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Three times in the bistory of the Tvorld bas this 
oxporiinent Ijceii tried. In tbe ages of Augustus, of 
Leo X.j and of Louis XIV., the same method was 
adopted, and tlie same result ensued. In each of these 
ages there was much apparent splendour immediately 
succeeded by sudden ruin. In each* inahince, the 
brilliancy survived the independence j and in each 
instance, the national spirit sank under that pernicion.s 
alliance hetwoeu government and literature ; by virtue 
of wdiich the poiitical classes become very powerful, 
and the intellectual classes very weak, simjdy because 
they who dispense the patronage will, of course, receive 
the homage ; and if, on the one hand, government 
is always ready to reward literature, so, on the other 
hand, will literature be always ready to succumb to 
g-overument. ■ 

Of these three ages, that of Louis XIV. was incom- 
parably the worst; and nothing but the amazing 
energy of the French people could have enabled them 
to rally, as they afterwarcls did, from the effects of so 
eiifeebliiig a system. But though they rallied, the 
effort cost them dear. The struggle, as we shall 
presently see, lasted two generations, and was only 
ended by that frightful Revolution which formed its 
natural climax. What the real history of that struggle 
was, I shall endeavour to ascertain towards the coit- 
clusiun of this volume. Without, however, anticipating 
the course of affairs, w'e will now proceed to wliat 1 have 
already mentioned, as the second great characteristic 
of the reign of Louis XIV. 

II. The second intellectal characteristic of the reign 
of Louis XIV. is, in importance, hardly inferior to the 
first. Wc have already seen that the national intellect, 
stunted by the protection of the court, was so diverted 
from the noblest branches of knowledge, that in none 
of them did it produce anything worthy of being 
recorded. As a uatur'al consequence, the minds of 
men, driven from the higher departments, took refuge 
in the lower, and concentrated themselves upon those 
inferior subjects, where the discovery of truth is not 
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tlie main object, but where beauty of form and 
expression are the things chiefly pursued. Tims, the 
iirst consequence of the patronage of Louis XIV. was 
to diminish the field for genius, and to sacrifice science 
to art. The second consequence was, that, even in art 
itself, there was soon seen a marked decay. For a 
short time, the stimulus produced its effect ; but was 
followed by that collapse which is its natural result. 
So essentially vicious is the whole system of patronage 
and reward, that after the death of those xvriters and 
artists, whose works form the only redeeming point in 
the reign of Louis, there was found no one capable of 
even imitating their excellences. The poets, dramatists, 
painters, musicians, sculptors, arcliitects, were, with 
hardly an exception, not only horn, but educated under 
that freer policy, which existed before his time. ^Vhen 
they began their labours, they benefited by a muni- 
ficence which encouraged the activity of tbeir genius. 
But in a few years, that generation having died off, 
the hollowness of the whole system was clearly ex- 
posed. More than a quarter of a century before the 
death of Louis XIV., most of these eminent men had 
ceased to live ; and then it was seen to how miserable 
a plight the country was reduced under the hoa.sted 
patronage of the great king. At the moment when 
Louis XIV. died, there was scarcely a writer or an 
artist in France who enjoyed an European reputation. 
This is a circumstance well worth our notice. If we 
compare the different classes of literature, we shall find 
that sacred oratory, being the least influenced by the 
king, was able the longest to bear up against his 
system. Massillon belongs partly to the subsequent 
reign ; hut even of the other great divines, Bossuet 
and Bourdaloue both lived to 1704, Mascaron to 170J3, 
and Flechier to 1710, As, however, the king, particu- 
larly in his latter years, was very fearful of meddling 
with, the church, it is in profane matters that we can 
best trace the workings of his policy, because it is 
there that his interference was most active. With 
a view to this, the simplest plan will be, to look, in 
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the first place, into tlio history of Iho fine arts ; aiifl 
after ascei-tainingirlio the greatest artists were, observe 
the year in which they died, remembering that the 
government of Louis XIV, began in 1601, and ended 
in 17ir>. 

If, now, we examine this period of fifty-four years, 
we slnill be struck by the remarkable fact, that everj'- 
thing which is cedebrated, was effected in the first half 
of it ; while more than twenty years before its close, 
the most eminent masters all died without leaving any 
snexessors. The six greatest painters in tlie reign of 
Louis XIV. were Poussin, Lesueur, Claude Lorraine, 
Le liruri, and the two Mignards. Of these, Le Brim 
died in 1690 ; the elder Mignard in 1608 ; the younger 
in 1096 ; Claude Lorraine in 1682 Lesueur in 1655 ; 

and Poussin, perhaps the most distinguished of all the 
French school, died in 1665."-® The two greatest arclii* 
tects were, Claude Perrault and Francis Mansart ; hut 
Perrault died in 1688, Mansart in 1666 ; and Blondel, 
the next in fame, died in 1686- The greatest of all 
the sculptors was Puget, who died in 1694. Lulli, the 
founder of French music, died in 1687. Quinault, the 
greatest poet of French music, died in 1688. Under 
these eminent men, the fine arts in the reign of Louis 
XIV., reached their zenith ; and during tlie last thirty 
years of his life, their decline was portentously rapid. 
This was the case, not only in architecture and music, 
hut even in painting, which, being more subservient 
than they are to personal vanity, is more likely to 
flourish under a rich and despotic government. The 

“ His host pictures were painted from about 1640 to 1660 ; 
he died in 1682.” IFornM7)i’s Epochs of Painting, Lond. 1847, 
p. 899. Voltaire {Siicle de Louis XXV., in CEnores, vol. xix. p. 

: v206);:says that he died in 1678. ' 

Biog. U'lLivj. vol. xxxv, p. 579. Poussin was Barry’s 
” favourite " painter. Letter from Barrg, in Bvirke's CQrTes}mul. 
vol. i. p. SS. Sir Joshua Eeynolds (iVorh, vol i. pp. 97, 351, 
376) appears to have preferred him to any of the French 
sehoor; and in the report presented to Napoleon by the Insti- 
tute, he is the only French painter mentioned by the side of 
the Greek and Italian artists. 
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genius, liowever, of painters fell so low, that long be- 
fore the death of Louis XIV., France ceased to possess 
one of any merit ; and when his successor came to the 
throne, this beautiful art was, in that great country , 
almost extinct. 

These are startling facts ; not matters of opinion, 
which may bo disputed, but stubborn dates, sujjported 
by irrefragable testimony. And if we examine in the 
same manner the literature of the ago of Louis XIV., 
we shall arrive at similar conclusions. If we ascertain 
the dates of those masterpieces which adorn his reign, 
we shall find that, during the last five-and-twenty years 
of his life, when his patronage had been the longest in 
operation, it was entirely barren of results ; in other 
words, that when the French had been mo-st habituated 
to his protection, they were least able to effect great 
things. Louis XIV. died in 1715. Racine produced 
FhMre in 1677 ; Andvomaque in 1667 ; Athalie in 1691. 
Moliere published the Misanthrope in 1666 ; Tartuffe 
in 1667 ; the Avare in 1668. The Lutrin of Boileau 
was written in 1674 ; his best Satires in 1666. The 
last Fables of La Fontaine appeared in 1678, and his 
last Tales in 1671. The Inquiry respecting Tnith, by 
Malehranche, was published in 1674 ; the OuracUres 
of La Bruyere in 1687 ; the Maximes of Rochefoucauld 
in 1665. The Provincial LeMers of Pascal were wi-itten 
in 1656, and he himself died in 1662. As to Corneille, 
his great Tragedies were composed, some while Louis 
wa.s still a hoy, and the others before the king was 
born.^^'' Such were the dates of the masterpieces of 
the age of Louis XIV. The authors of these immortal 

226 “ When Louis XV. ascended the throne, painting in 
France was in the lowest state of degradation.” Lady 
Morgan’s Francey vol. ii. p. 31. Thus too Barrington {Olmr- 
vatiotis on the Idtatutes, p. 377), “It is very remarkable th;it the 
French school hath not produced any very capital painters 
'since the expensive estahlishment by Loui.s XIV. of the 
academies at Eomo and Paris.” 

®7 Polyeiicte, which is probably his greatest work, appeared 
in 1540 ; J/edleinl635 ; 27ie CU in 1636; Hwace and Cinrui 
”bhtrml639;"' 
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works all ceased to write, and nearly all ceased to live, 
before tlie dose of the seventeenth century ; and we 
may fairly ask the admirers of Louis XIV. who those 
men were that succeeded them. Wlicre have their 
names been registered ? Where are their woi'ks to be 
found? Wlio’is there that now reads the hooks of 
those obscure hirelings, who for so man^ years 
thronged the court of the great king? Who has 
heard anything of Campistron, La C’hapelle, Oenest, 
Diioercoau, Dancourt, Danohet, Vergier, Catrou, 
ChauiicUj Legendi'e, Valincour, Lanxotte, and the 
other ignoble compilers, who long remained the 
brightest ornaments of France? Was this, then, the 
conseq ueiKjo of the royal bounty ? Was this the fruit 
of the royal patronage’ ? If the system of reward and 
protection is really advantageous to literature and to 
art, how is it that it should have produced the meanest 
results when it had been the longest in operation ? If 
the favour of kings is, as their flatterers tell us, of such 
importance, how comes it that tlie more the favour was 
displayed, the more the effects were contemptible ? 

Nor was this almost inconceivable penury com;^eii- 
sated by superiority in any other department. The 
simple fact is, that Louis XIV. survived the entire 
intellect of the French nation, except that small part 
of it which grew up in opposition to his principles, and 
afterwards shook'^ the throne of his successor.®^ 
Several years before his death, and when his pro- 
tective system had been in full force for nearly half 
a century, there was not to be found in the whole of 
France a statesman who could develop the resources 
of the country, or a general who could defend it 
against its enemies. Both in the civil service and in 
the military service, everjidiing had fallen into dis- 
order. At home there was nothing but confusion ; 
abroad there Tvas nothing hut disaster. Tlie spirit of 

223 Yoltairej (fiit'rfe de Lmis XIV., in (Buvres, vol. xx, i>p. 
319-322) relnotantly confesses the decline of the French intel- 
lect in the latter part of the reign of Louis ; and Flassan 
(Diplomat. Iranq. vol. iv. p. 400) calls it ^'remarquable." 
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France succumbed, and was laid prostrate. The men 
of letters, pensioned and decorated by the court, had 
degenerated into a fawning and hypocritical race, 
who, to meet the wishes of their masters, opi)Osed all 
improvement, and exerted themselves in support of 
every old abuse. The end of ail this was, a corrup- 
tion, a servility, and a loss of power more complete 
than has ever been witnessed in an}'- of the g'reat 
countries of Europe. Thci'e was no popular liberty ; 
there were no great men ; there was no science ; there 
was no literature ; there were no arts. 'tVithiir, there 
was a discontented people, a rapacious government, and 
a beggared exchequer. Without, there were foreign 
armies, which pressed upon all the frontiers, and 
which nothing but their mutual jealousies, and a 
change in the English cabinet, prevented from dis- 
membering the monarchy of France.**^® 

Such was the forlorn position of that noble country 
towards the close of the reign of Louis XIV. Tlie 

229 “Oppressed by defeats abro.ad, and by famine and misery 
at home, Louis was laid at the mercy of his enemies ; and was 
only saved by a party revolution in the English ministry.” 
Amolci’s Lectures on Modem History, p. IS?. 

®o Eor evidence of the depression and, indeed, utter' exhaus- 
tion of Franco during the latter years of Louis XIV. , compriro 
Dnclos, M&moires, vol i. pp. 11-18, with Marmontel Hist, de la 
Rigence, Paris, 1826, pp. 79-97. The Lettrm inidif,es de Madame 
de Maintenon (vol. i. pp. 263, 284, 358, 389, 393, 408, 414, 422, 
426, 447, 457, 403, voL ii. pp. 19, 23, 33, 46, 06, and numerous 
other passages) fully confirm this, and, moreover, prove that in 
Paris, early in the eighteenth century, the resources, even of 
the wealthy classes, were beginning to fail ; while both public 
and private credit were so shaken, that it was hai’dly possible 
to obtain money on any terma 

In regard to the people generally, the French writers supply 
us with little information, because in that age they were too 
much occupied with their great king and their showy litera- 
ture, to pay attention to mere popular interests. But I have 
collected from other sources some infetrmation which I will now 
put together, and which I recommend to the notice of the next 
French author who undertakes to compose a history of 
■Louis XIV. 

Locke, who was travelling in France in 1676 and 1877, writes 
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misfortunes wliicli embittered tbe declining years of 
tbe king were, indeed, so serious, that they could 
not fail to excite our sympathy, if we <Ud not know 
that they were the result of his own turbulent ambition, 
of liis insufferable arrogance, but, above all, of a grasp- 
ing and restless vanity, which, making him eager to 
concentrate on liis single person all the glory of 

in his journal, “ Tho rent of lands in France fallen one-half in 
these few years, by reason of the poverty of the people." 
Kinff's Life of Locke, vol. i. p, 129. About the same time, Sir 
William Temple says (TForfe, vol. ii. p. 2G8), “The BVench 
peasantry are wholly dispirited by labour and want. ” In IttSl, 
another observer, proceeding from Calais, writes, “ Fi’om 
honoe, travelling to Paris, there was opportunity enough to 
observe what a prodigious state of poverty tlie ambition and 
absolntenes.s of a tyrant can reduce an opulent and fertile 
country to. There were visible all the marks and signs of a 
growing inisfortuno ; all tho dismal indications of an over- 
whelming calamity. Tho fields wore vmcultivated, tho villages 
unpeopled, the houses dropping to decay.” Biirion's Diar^, 
note by Rutt, vol. iv. p. 79. In a tract published in 1689, tbe 
author says {Somers Tracis, vol. x. p. 264), “ I have known in 
France poor people sell their beds, and lie upon straw ; soil 
their pots, kettles, and all their necessary household goods, to 
content tho unmerciful collectors of the king’s taxes.” Dr 
Lister, who visited Paris in 1698, sayss, “Such is the vast 
miiltitude of poor wretches in all pai’ts of this city, that 
whether a person is in a carriage or on foot, in tho street, or 
even in a shop, he is alike unable to transact business, on 
account of the importunities of mendicants." Lister’s Account 
of Paris, p. 46. In 1708, Addison, who, from personal obser- 
vation, was well acquainted with Franco, writes : “ We think 
hei -0 as you do in the country, that Franco is on her la.st legs. ’’ 
Aikin’s Life of Addison, vol. i. p. 233. Finally, in 1718 — that 
is, three years after the death of Louis— Lady Mary Montagu 
gives the following account of the result of his reign, in a letter 
to Lady lUoh, dated Paris, 10th October 1718: “I think 
nothing so terrible as objects of misery, except one had the 
godlike attribute of being able to redress them ; and all the 
country villages of France show nothing else. While the post- 
horses are changed, the whole town comes out to beg, with 
such miserable starved faces, and thin, tattered clothes, they 
need no other eloquence to persuade one of the wretchedness 
of their condition.” IForl-s of Lady Mary Worthy Montagu, 
vol. hi. p. 74, edit. 1803. 
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Frauce^ gave rise to that insidious policy, which, with 
gifts, with honours, and with honied words, began by 
gaining the admiration of the intellectual classes, then 
made them courtly and time-serving, and ended by 
destroying all their boldness, stifling every effort of 
original thought, and thus postponing for an indefinite 
period the progress of national civilization. 




CHAPTER V 

Dkath of Louis XIV. Reaction against the Piio- 

XECTIVE StIRIT^i AND PREPARATIONS FOR THE FrENOH 

Revolution. 

At length Louis XIV. died. When it was positively 
known that the old king had ceased to breathe, the 
people went almost mad with joy. The tyranny which 
had weighed them down was removed ; and there at 
once followed a reaction which, for sudden violence, 
has no parallel in modern history. The great majority 
indemnified themselves for their forced hypocrisy by 
indulging in the grossest licentiousness. I3ut among 
the generation then forming, there were some high- 
spirited youths, who had far higher views, and whose 
notions of liberty were not confined to the license of 
the gaming-house and the brothel. Devoted to the 
great , idea of restoring to France that freedom of 
utterance which it had lost, they naturally turned 
their eyes towards the only country where tlie freedom 
was practised. Their determination to search for 
liberty in the place w'here alone it could be found, 
gave rise to that junction of the French and English 
intellects which, looking at the immense chain of its 
eifects, is by far the most important fact in the history 
of the eighteenth century. 

During the reign of Louis XIV., the French, puffed 
up by national vanity, daspised the barbarism of a 
people who were bo uncivilized as to he ahi^ays turning 
on their rulers, and who, wxtbiu the space of forty 
years, had executed one king, and deposed another.™ 

The shock which these events gave to the delicacy of the . 
.French mind was very serious. The learned. fSaumaise declared 
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They could not believe that such a restless horde 
possessed anything worthy the attention of enlightened 
men. Our laws, our literature, and our manners, were 
perfectly unknown to them ; and I doubt if at the end 
of the seventeenth century, there were, either in 
literature or in science, five persons in France ac- 
quainted with the English language.'-^''’^ But a long 

that the Etigliah. are “more savage than their own mastiffs. ” 
Oarlyl&’s Cromwell, vol. i. p. 444. Another writer said that we 
were “barbares rIvolMs”; and les barbares sujets du roi.” 
M&m. de MotiedlU, vol, ii. pp. 105, 362, Patin likened us to the 
Turks; and said, that having executed one king, we should 
probably hang the next, Lettres de. Patin, vol, i, p, 261, vol, ii. 
p. 518, vol. iii. p, 148. After we had sent away James II., the 
indignation of the French rose still higher, and even the 
amiable Madame Sevignfi, having occasion to mention Mary 
the. wife of William III., could find no better name for her than 
Tullia : “ la joie est universello de la d^route de ce prince, dont 
la femme est uno Tullie.” Lettres de SeviynS, vol. v. p, 179. 
Another influential French lady mentions “la fdrooitd des 
Anglais." Lettres in&dites de Mainlenon, vol. i. p. 303 ; and 
elsewhere (p. 109), je hais les Anglais comme le peuple. . . . 
V^ritablament je no les puis souffrir.” 

I will only give two more illustrations of the wide diffusion of 
such feelings. In 1679, an attempt was made to bring bark 
into discredit as a “remfede anglais" {Sprengel, Hist de la 
Mtdedne, vol. v. p, 430) ; and at the end of the seventeenth 
century, one of the arguments in Paris against coffee was that 
the English liked it. Monteil, Divers Etats, vol. vii. p. 216. 

232 French, during the reign of Louis XIV., principally 
knew us from the accounts given by two of their countrymen, 
Monconys and Sorbihre ; both of whom published thoir travels 
in England, but neither of whom were acquainted with the 
-English language. 

When Prior arrived at the court of Louis XIV. as plenipo- 
tentiary, no one in Paris was aware that ho had written poetry 
(^Lettres snr les Anglais, in (Envres de Voltaire, vol. xxvi. jx iBO) ; 
and when Addison, being in Paris, presented Boileau with a 
copy of the Musce AnglicaTUs, the Frenchman learnt for the 
first time that we had any good poets: “first conceived an 
opinion of the English genius for poetry,” Tickoll’s statement, 
in Aikiids Life of Addison, vol, i. p. 65. Finally, it is said that 
Milton’s Paradise Lost was not even known by report in Franco 
until after the death of Louis XIV., though the poom was 
published in 1667, and the king died in 1715. 
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experience of the rcig-n of Louis XIV, induced the 
French to reconsider many of their opinions. It 
induced them to suspect that despotism may have its 
disadvantages, and that a g-overnmeut composed of 
j)rinces and bishops is not necessarily the l)est for a 
civilized country. They began to kink, first with 
complacency, and then with respect, upon that strange 
and outlandish people, who, though only separated 
from themselves by a narrow sea, appeared to be of an 
altogether different kind ; and who, having punished 
their opjn'essors, had carried their liberties and tiieir 
prosperity to a height of which the world had seen no 
example. These feelings, which, before the Revolu- 
tion broke out, wore entertained by the whole of the 
educated classes in France, were, in the beginning, 
confined to those men whose intellects placed them at 
the head of their age. During the two generations 
which elapsed between the death of Louis XIV. and 
the outbreak of the Revolution, there was hardly a 
Frenchman of eminence who did not either visit Eng- 
land or learn English ; while many of them did both, 
Ruffon, Brissot, Rroussonnet, Coiidamiue, Delisle, Elie 
<ie Beaumont, Gournay, Hcive'tius, Jussieu, Lalande, 
Lafayette, Lurcher, IfHeritier, Montesquieu, Mauper- 
tuis, Morellet, Mirabeau, Nollet, Raynal, the celebrated 
Roland, and his still more celebrated wife, Rousseau, 
iScgiir, Suard, Voltaire — all these remarkable persons 
docked to London, as also did others of inferior ability, 
hut of considerable influence, such as Brequiny, Bordes, 
(lakmne, Coyer, Cormatin, Dufay, Dnmarest, Dezallier, 
I'avier, Girod, Grosley, Godin, D’Hancarville, Hunauld, 
.lars, Le Blanc, Ledru, Lescallier, Linguet, Lesuire, 
i^emonuier, Levesque de Pouilly, Montgolfier, Morand, 
Patu, Poissouier, Reveillon, Septchenes, Silhouette, 
Sirct, Soulavie, Soules, and Valmont de Brienne. 

Nearly all of these carefully studied our language, 
and most of them seized the spirit of our literature. 
Voltaire, in particular, devoted himself with his usu;il 
ardour to the new pursuit, and acquired in England a 
knowledge of those doctrines, the promulgation of 
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Tvliicli afterwards won for him so great a reputation. 
He was tbe first who popularized in France the 
philosophy of Newton^ where it rapidly superseded 
that of Descartes.®^® He recommended to his country- 
men the 'writings of Locke which soon gained 
immense popularityj and which supplied materials to 
Condillac for his system of metaphysics^, and to 
Rousseau for his theory of education. Besides thisj 
'Voltaire was the first Frenchman who studied Sliake- 
speai'e ; to whose works he was greatly indebted^ 
tliough he afterwards wished to lessen what he 
considered the exorbitant respect paid to them in 
France. Indeed j, so intimate was his knowledge of the 
English language^^^" that we can trace his obligations 
to Butler,, one of the most difficult of our poets,, and to 
Tillotsonj one of the dullest of our theologians. He 
was acquainted with the speculations of Berkeley^ the 
most subtle metaphysician who has ever written in 
English ; and he had read the worksj not only of 
Shaftesbury, but even of Chubb, Garth, Mandeville, 
and Woolston. Montesquieu imbibed in our country 
many of his principles ; he studied our language ; and 
he always expressed admiration for England, not only 
in his writings, but also in his private conversation. 
Buffon learnt English, and his first appearance as an 
author was as the translator of Newton and of Hales. 
Diderot, following in the same course, was an enthu- 
siastic admirer of the novels of Richardson ; he took 
the idea of sevei-al of his plays from the English 

233 After this, the Cai’tesian. physics lost ground, every day ; 
and in Con'espondence, vol. ii, p. 148, there is a letter, 

dated Pai-is, 1757, which says, “II n’y a guere plus ici de 
partisans do Descartes que M. de Mairan.” 

23i Which he was never weaiy of praising so that, as M. 
Oousin says [Hist. de. la. Philos. II. s^rie, vol. ii. pp. 311, 312), 
'* Locke est lo vrai maitre de Voltaire.” IjocIco was one of the 
authors he put into the hands of Madame du Cb^ltelet. 

235 There are extant many Engflish letters written by YoUaire, 
.which, though of course containing several error.s, also contain 
•abundant evidence of the spirit with which lie seized our 
idiomatic expressions. 
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dramatists, particularly from Lillo ; he horroived many 
of liis arj^umepta from Shaftesbury and Collins, and bi*s 
earliest publication was a translation of Stanyan’s 
flisforj/ of Gniece.'^^' Helvdtais, who visited London, was 
never weary of praising the people ; many of the views 
in his great work on tlie Mind are drawn from Mande- 
ville; and lie cuiistaiitiy refers to the authority of 
Locivc, whose princijdes hardly any Frenchman would 
at an earlier period have dai'ed to recommend. Tlie 
u'orks of Racon, jirevionsly little known, were now 
translated into French ; and his classification of the 
human faculties was made the basis of that celebrated 
Encyclopiedia, winch is justly regarded as one of the 
greatest productions of the eighteenth century.^®' Ilu! 
Theory of Moral Sentiments, by Adam Smith, was during 
thirty-four years translated three different times, by 
three different French authors. And such was the 
general eagerness, that direc-tly the Wealth of Nations, 
by the same great writer, ap2)eared, Morellet, who was 
then high in reputation, began to turn it into French ; 
and was only prevented from printing his translation by 
the circumstance, that before it could be completed, 
anotherversion of it was published in a French periodical. 
Coyer, -who is still remembered for his Life of Sobieski, 
visited England ; and, after returning to his own 
country, showed the direction of his studies by rendering 
into French the Commentaries of Blackstone. Le Blanc 
travelled in England, wrote a work expressly upon 
the English, and translated into French the Political 
Discourses of Hume. Holbach was certainly one of the 
most active leaders of the liberal party in Paris ; but a 
large part of his very numerous writings consists solely 

Stanyan’s If-istory of Greece was once famous, and, oven so 
late as 1 804, I find Dr tarr recommendini? it. Pair’s Works, 
vol. vii. p. 422, Diderot told Sir Samuel Ilomilly that ho had 
eollceted materials for a history of the trial of Charles I. Idfe 
of limnilly, vol. i. p, 46. 

237 This ih the arrangement of our knowledge under the heads 
of Momoiy, Reason and Imagination, which D’Alembert took 
from Bacon. 

II M 
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ill translations of English autliors. Indeedj it may be 
broadly stated, that while, at the end of the seven- 
teenth century, it would have been difficult to had, 
even among the most educated Frenchmen, a single 
person acquainted with English, it would, in the 
eighteenth century, have been nearly as diiiicult to 
find in the same class one who xvas ignorant of it. 
Men of all tastes, and of the most opposite pursuits, 
ivere on this point united as by a common bond. 
Poets, geometricians, historians, naturalists, all seemed 
to agree as to the necessity of studying a literature on 
which no one before had wasted a thought. In the 
course of general reading, I have met with proofs that 
the English language was known, not only to those 
eminent Frenchmen whom I have already mentioned, 
but also to mathematicians, as DMlembert, Darquier, 
Uii Val le Roy, Jurain, Lachapelle, Lalande, Le Cozic, 
Montucla, Pe’zenas, Prony, Romme, and Roger Martin ; 
to anatomists, physiologists, and writers on medicine, 
as Barthez, Bichat, Borden, Barbeu Dubourg, Bos- 
quillon, Bourru, Begue de Presle, Cabanis, Demours, 
Duplanil, h'ouquet, Goulin, Lavirotte, Lassus, Petit 
lladel, Pinel, Roux, Sauvages, and Sue ; to naturalists, 
as Alyon, Bremond, Brisson, Bi'oussonnet, Ealibai’d, 
Haiiy, Latapie, Richard, Rigaud, and Rome de Lisle ; 
to historians, philologists, and antiquaries, as Barthe- 
lemy, Butel JDumont, De Brosses, Foucher, Freret, 
Larcher, Le Coq de Villeray, Millet, Targe, Velly, 
Volney, and Wailly ; to poets and dramatists, as 
Cheron, Colardeau, Delille, Desforges, Duds, Fiorian, 
Laborde, Lefevre de Beauvray, Mercier, Palu, Pom- 
pignan, Qudtant, Roucher, and Saiiit-Ange ; to mis- 
cellaneous writers, as Bassinet, Bandeau, Beaulafcon, 
Benoistj Bergier, Blavet, Bouchaud, Bougainville, 
Brute, Castera, Chantreau, Charpentier, Chastellux, 
C’ontant d'Orville, De Bissy, Demeunier, Desfbntaiues, 
Devienne, Dubocage, Dupre, Durcsnel, Eidous, Es- 
tienne, Favier, Flavipiy, Fontauelle, Fontenay, 
Framery, Fresnais, -Freville, Frossard, Galtier, Gar- 
sault, Goddard, Goudar, Gueuee, Guillemard, Guyard, 
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Junlfcj Jonoourt;, Keralio, LaboreaUj Laoombe^ 

i^jiiargue, La MonbigiiCj Lanjuinais, Lasalle, Lastcyrie, 
SjU Eretoiij Ldeuy, Leonard des Malpeiucs, Leto;irneur, 
Lingiiet, Loltirij Luneau, Maillet DuclairoUj Man- 
(irillon, Marsy, Moet, Monod, Mosneron, Nagot, 
Peyro-U;, PrevosL PuisietiXj llivoirCj llobinet, Roger, 
lloubaud, Salaville, Sauseuilj Secondatj Septcbcnes. 
ISirnon, Soules, Suard, Taiinevot;, Tburot, Toussaint, 
Tressan, Troidiereau, Turpin, Ussieux, Vaugeois, 
VerlaCj and Virioys. Indeed, Le Blanc, wbo wrote 
sliortly before llie middle of the eighteenth century, 
says : “ We have placed English in the rank of the 
learned languages ; our women study it, and have 
abandoned Ihilian in order to study the language of 
this philosophic people ; nor is there to be found among 
ns anyone who does not desire to leani it.” 

Such was the eagerness with which the French inj- 
bibed the literature of a people whom but a few years 
before they had heartily despised. The truth is, that 
in this new state of things they had no alternative. 
For, where but in England was a literature to be found 
that could satisfy th(.tso bold and inquisitive thinkers 
who arose in France after the death of Louis XIV, ? 
In their own country there^ had no doubt been great 
displays of eloquence, of line dramas, and of poetry, 
which, though never reaching the highe.st point of 
excellence, is of finished and admirable beauty. But 
it is an unquestionable fact, and one melancholy to con- 
template, that during the sixty years which succeeded 
the death of Descartes, France had not possessed a 
single Tiiau who dared to think for himself. Meta- 
phy.siciaa.S3 moralists, historians, all had become tainted 
by thc servility of that bad age. During two genera- 
tions, no Frenchman had been allowed to discuss with 
freedom fuiy question either of politics or of religion. 
The consequence was, that the largest intellects, ex- 
cluded from their Ifjgitimate field, lost their energy; 
the national spirit died away ; the very materials and 
nutriment of tliought seemed to be wanting. No wonder, 
then, if the great Frenchmen of the eighteenth century 
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souglit tliat aliment abroad wbicb they were unable to 
find at liome. No wonder if they turned from their 
own land, and gazed with . admiration at the only 
peojjle who, pushing their inquiries into the higliest 
departments, had shown the same fearlessness in 
politics as in religion ; a people Ttvho, having punished 
their kings and controlled their clergy, were storing 
the treasures of their experience in that noble literature 
which never can perish, and of which it may be said in 
sober truth, that it has stimiJated the intellect of the 
most distant races, and that, planted in Amei’ica and 
in India, it has already fertilized the two extremities 
of the world. 

Tliere are, in fact, few things in history so instruc- 
tive, as the extent to which France was influenced by 
this new pursuit. Even those who took part in actually 
consummating the revolution, were moved by the pre- 
vailing spirit. The English language was familiar to 
Carra, Dumouriez, Lafayette, and Lanthdnas. Camille 
Desmoulins had cultivated Ids mind from the same 
source. 2®® Marat travelled in Scotland as well as in 
England, and was so profoundly versed in our language, 
that he wrote two works in it; one of which, called 
The Chains of Slavery, was afterwards translated into 
French. Mirabeau is declared by a high authority to 
have owed part of his pow'er to a careful study of the 
English constitution ; he translated not only Watson’ .s 
History of Philip 11. , but also some parts of Milton ; 
and it is said that when he was in the National 
Assembly, he delivered, as his own, passages from the 
speeches of Burke. Mounier was well acquainted with 
our language, and with our political institutions both 
in theory and in practice; and in a work, which 

® The last authors he read, shortly before his execution, 
were Young and Hervey. Lamartine, Hist, den Girondrns, 
Tol, viii. p. 46. In 1769 Madame Eiccoboni writes from Paiis, 
that Young’s Night Thoughis had become very popular there ; 
and she justly adds, “e’est uno preuve sans r^piique du 
ohangement ae Tesprit frangais.” Garrick Corrtspo'adence., 

■ vol. n. p. 566, 4to, 1832. 
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exercised considerable influence, be proposed for liis 
own country tlio estiiblishment of two chambers, to 
form that balance of power of which Englajid supplied 
the example. Tlie .same idea, derived from the same 
source, was advocated by Lc Brun, who was a friend of 
Moniuicr’s, and who, like him, had paid attention to 
the literature and |?overmn(;nfc of the English people. 
Brissot knew English; he had studied in' L^mdon the 
working of the Engli.sh institutions, and he himself 
mentions tliat, in ]jis treatise on criminal law, he was 
mainly guided by the course of English legislation. 
Condorcet also propo.sed as a model, our system of 
criminal juris]n'udence, which, bad as it was, certainly 
surpassed that po.ssessed by France. Madame Roland, 
whose position, as well as ability, made her one of the 
leaders of the democratic party, was an ardent student, 
of the language and literature of the English people. 
She too, moved by the universal curiosity, came to our 
country ; and, as if to sliow that persons of every shade 
and of every rank were actuated by the same .spirit, 
the Duke of Orleans likewise visited England ; nor did 
his visit fail to produce its natural results. It was,^^ 
says a celebrated writer, iu the society of .London that 
he acquired a taste for liberty ; and it was ou his return 
from there that he brought into France a love of popular 
ambition, a contempt for his owu rank, and a familiarity 
with those beneath him.” 

This language, strong as it is, will not appear exagge- 
rated to anyone who has carefully studied the history of 
tiie eighteeiitli century. It is no doubt certain that the 
French Revolution wa*s essentially a reaction against that 
protective and interfering spirit which reached its zenith 
under Louis XIV. , but which, centuries before his reign, 
had exercised a most injurious influence over the national 
prosperity. While, hovvever, this must be fully con- 
ceded, it is equally certain that the impetus to which 

Montlosicr {Monarchie. Frangaise, vol. ii. p. 340) saya, that 
this idea was bon'owed from England ; hut ho does not raetition 
who suggested it. 
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tite reaction owed its strength, proceeded from Eng- 
land ; and that it was English litei’ature which taught 
the lessons of political liberty, first to France, and 
through France to the rest of Europe, On this account, 
and not at ail from mere literary curiosity, I have traced 
with some minuteness that union between the French 
and English minds, which, though often noticed, has 
never been examined with the care its importance de- 
serves. The circumstances which reinforced this vast, 
movement will he related towards the end of the volume ; 
at present I will confine myself to its first great con- 
sequence, namely, the estahlishment of a complete 
schism between the literary men of Franco, and the 
classes who exclusively governed the country, 

TTiose eminent Frenchmen who now turned their 
attention to England, found in its literature, in the 
structure of its society, and in its government, many 
peculiarities of wliich their own country fm*nished 
no example. lliey heard political and religious 
questions of the greatest moment debated ^vith a bold- 
ness unknown in any other part of Europe. They 
heard dissenters and churchmen, wings and tories, 
handling the most dangerous topics, and treating 
them with unlimited freedom. They heard public 
disputes respecting matters which no one in France 
dared to discuss ; mysteries of state and mysteries 
of creed unfolded and rudely exposed to the popular 
gaze. And, what to Frenchmen of that age must 
have been equally amazing, they not only found a 
public press possessing some degree of ifreedom, but 
they found that within the very walls of parliament, 
the administration of the crown was assailed with 
complete impunity, the character of its chosen 
servants constantly aspersed, and, sti'ange to say, 
even the management of its revenues effectually 
controlled.®*® 

The successors of the age of Louis XIV. seeing these 
Hume, who was acquainted with several eminent French 
men who visited England, says (ForZ-s, vol. iii. p. 

8), “ nothing is more apt to surprise a foreigner tlian the es 
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thingSj and moreover, that the civUimtion of the 

cnuulry hicreased aa the authority of the upper elassers 
and of the crown diminished, were imahle to restrain 
tlioir wonder at so novel and exciting a spectacle. 'Hie 
English nation/^ says Voltaire, “ is the only one on the 
earth, which, by resisting its king.?, has succeeded in 
lessening tlieir powox*." “ lloxv I love the holdncss of 
tfic English ! how I love men who say what they think ! ” 
'L'he Kxiglish, says Le Blanc, are willing to have a 
king, ]>rovif!ed tliey arc not obliged to obey him. 
The immediate object of their government, says 
Montesiiuieu, is political liberty ; they possess more 
freedom than any rejxublic ; and their system is in 
fact a repnhlio disguised as a monarchy. Groslej", 
struck with amazemeut. exclaims, Property is in 
England a thing sacred, which the laws protect from 
all encroachment, not only from engineers, inspectors, 
and other people of that stamp, but even from the 
king himself,” Mahly, in the most celebrated of all 
his works, says, The Hanoverians aro only able to 
reign in England because the people are free, and 
believe they" have a right to dispose of the crown. 
But if the idiigs were to claim the same power as the 
Stuarts, if they were to believe that the crown 
belonged to them by divine right, they would he 
condemning themselves, and confessing that they 
were occupying a place which is not their own.” 
In England, says Helvetius, the people are respected ; 
every citizen can take some part in the managcinont of 
affiurs ; and authors are allowed to enlighten the public- 
respecting its own interests. And Brissot, who had 
made these matters his especial study, cries out, 
“ Admirable constitution ! which can only be dis- 
paraged either by men who know it not, or else by 
those whose tongues are bridled by slavery.” 

vSuch were the opinions of some of the most cele- 
brated Frenchmen of that time ; and it would he easy 
trome liberty whicli we enjoy in this nonutry, of communioating 
whatever we please to the public, and of openly censuring eveiy 
measure entered into by the king or his ministers,” 
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to fill a volume with siiuilar extracts. But, wiiat I 
uow rather wush to do,, is, to point out the first great 
consequence of this new and sudden admiration for a 
country which, in the preceding age, had been held in 
profound contempt. The events which followed are, 
indeed, of an importance impossible to exaggerate ; 
since they brought about that rupture between the 
intellectual and governing classes, of which the Revolu- 
tion itself was but a temporary episode. 

The great Fi'enchmen of the eighteenth century 
being stimulated by the example of England into a 
love of progress, naturally came into collision with the 
governing classes, among whom the old stationary 
spirit still prevailed. This opposition was a wholesome 
reaction against that disgraceful servility for which, in 
the reign of Louis XIV., literary men had been re- 
markable ; and if the contest which ensued had been 
conducted with anything approaching to moderation, 
the ultimate result would have been highly beneficial ; 
since it would have secured that divergence between 
the speculative and practical classes which, as we have 
already seen, is essential to maintain the balance of 
civilization, and to irrevent either side from acquiring 
a dangerous predominance. But, unfortunately, the 
nobles and clergy had been so long accustomed to 
power, that they could not brook the slightest contra- 
diction from those great writers, whom they ignorantly 
despised as their inferiors. Hence it was, that wdten 
the most illustrious Frenchmen of the eighteenth 
century attempted to infuse into the literature of their 
country a spirit of inquiry similar to that which existed 
in England, the ruling classes became roused into a 
hatred and jealousy which broke all bounds, and gave 
rise to that crusade against knowledge wliicli forms the 
second principal precursor of the French Revolution. 

llie extent of that cruel persecution to which litera- 
ture was now exposed, can only be fully appreciated 
by those who have minutely studied the history of 
France in the eighteenth century. For it was not a 
stray case of oppression, which occurred here and 
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there ; but it \ras a prolonged and systematic attempt 
to stifle all iiu]uiry_, and punish all inquirers. If a list 
were drawn up of all the literary men who wrote 
during the seventy years succeeding the death of 
Louis XIV., it would be found, that at least nine out 
of every ten had suffer-ed from the government some 
grievous injury ; and tliat a majority of them had been 
aclually thrown into pi’isou. Indeed, in saying thus 
much, I am understating the real facts of the case ; 
for I question if one literary man out of fifty escaped 
with entire impunity. Certainly, my own knowledge 
of those times, though carefully collected, is not so 
complete as I could have wished ; but, among tho.se 
authors who were punished, I find the name of nearly 
every Freiiclmian whose writings have survived the 
age in which they were produced. Among those who 
suffered either confiscation, or imprisonment, or exile, 
or fines, or the suppression of their works, or the 
ignominy of being forced to recant what they had 
written, I find, besides a host of inferior writers, the 
names of Beaumarchais, Berruyer, Bougeant, Buffon, 
D'Alembert, Diderot, Duclos, Freret, Helvcitius, La 
Harpe, Linguet, Mably, Marmontel, Montesquieu, 
Mercier, Morellet, Raynal, Rousseau, Suard, Thomas, 
and Voltaire. 

The mere recital of this list is pregnant with instruc- 
tion. To suppose that all these eminent men deserved 
the treatment they received, would, even in the absence 
of direct evidence, be a manifest absurdity ; since it 
would involve the supposition, that a schism, having 
taken place beLvcen two classes, the weaker class was 
altogether wrong, and the stronger altogether right 
Fortunately, however, there is no necessity for resort- 
ing to any merely speculative argument respecting the 
probable merits of the two parties. The accusations 
brought against these great men are before the world ; 
the penalties inflicted are equally well known ; and, by 
putting these together, we may form some idea of the 
state of society, in which such things could be openly 
practised. 
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Volfcairej almost immerliately after tlie <lcach of 
Louis XIV.., was falsoly charged with liaving composed 
a libel on that prince ; and, for this imaginary oflenco, 
he, without the pretence of a trial, and wiihout even 
the shadow of a proof, was thrown into the Bastille, 
where he was confined more tliau twelve months. 
Shortly after he was released, there ivas put upon him 
a still' more grievous insult; the occurrence, and, 
above all, the impunity of which, supply striking 
evidence as to the state of society in which such things 
w’ere permitted. Voltaire, at the table of the Duke 
de Sully, was dcliherately insulted by the Chevalier do 
ilolian Chabot, one of those impudent and dissolute 
nobles who then abounded in Paris. I'ho duke, 
though the outrage w'as committed in his own house, 
in his own presence, and upon his own guest, would 
not interfere ; but seemed to consider that a poor poet 
was honoured by being in any way noticed by a man of 
rank. But, as Voltaire, in the heat of the moment, 
let fall one of those stinging retorts which were the 
terror of his enemies, the chevalier determined to visit 
him with further punishment. The course he adopted 
was characteristic of the man, and of the class to which 
he belonged. He caused Voltaire to he seized in the 
streets of Paris, and in his presence ignominiously 
hcatcu, he himself regulating the number of blows of 
wliich the chastisement was to consist, Voltaire, 
smarting under the insult, demanded that satisfaction 
wivich it was customary to give. This, however, did 
not enter into the plan of his noble assaiier, who not 
only refused to meet him in the field, but actually 
f)b::ained an order, by which he was confined in the 
liastille for six months, and at the end of that time 
was directed to quit the country. 

'Phus it was that Voltaire, having first been imprisoned 
for a libel xvhich he never wrote, and ha^dng then been 
publicly beaten because he retorted an insult wantonl]’- 
put upon him, was now sentenced to another imprison- 
ment, through the influence of the very man by whom 
he had been attacked, Tlie exile which followed the 
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hnpris=OTimout seems to have l)eGn soon remitted ; as 
shortly after these events, ivc find Voltaire again in 
Franco, preparing for publication his first historical 
work, a life of Charles XI 1. In this, there are none 
(if those attacks on Christianity which gave offence in 
his subsequent writings ; nor does it contain the least 
reffcction upon the arlutrary govornnient under which 
he had suffered. The French authoritie.s at first 
granted that permission, witliout which no book could 
then he published ; but, as soon as it was actually 
I>rinted, the license was withdrawn, and the history 
forbidden to be circulated, ''j’hc next attempt of 
Voltaire ivas one of much greater value ; it was there- 
fore repulsed still more sharply. During his residence 
in England, his inquisitive mind had been deeply 
interested by a state of things so different from any lie 
had hitherto seen ; and he now published an account of 
that remarkable people, from w'hose literature he had 
learned many important truths. His work, which ho 
called Philosophic Letters, was received with general 
applause ; but, unfortunately for himself, he adopted in 
it the arguments of Locke against innate ideas.. The 
rulers of France, though not likely to know much about 
innate ideas, had a suspicion that the doctrine of 
Locke was in some way dangerous ; and, as they were 
told that it was a novelty, they felt themselves bound 
to prevent its promulgation- Their remedy was very 
simple. They ordered that Volfciire should be agsiin 
arrested, and that his work should be burned by the 
common hangman. 

These repeated injuries might well have moved a 
more patient spirit than that of Voltaire. Certainly, 
those who reproach this illustrious man, as if he were 
the instigator of uniwovoked attacks ujpon the existiiig 
state of "things, must know very little of the age in 

2-u The indignation of Voltaire appears in many of bis 
letters ; and he often announced to his friends his intontion 
of quitting for ever a country where he was liable to such 
treatment. 
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which it was his misfortune to live. Even on what 
has been always considered the neutral groimd of 

ffi ical science, tliere was displayed the same despotic 
persecuting spirit. Voltaire, among other schemes 
for benefiting Finance, wished to make known to his 
countrymen the wonderful discoveries of Newton, of 
which they were completely ignorant. With this 
view, he drew up an account of the labours of that 
extraordinary thinker ; but here again the authorities 
interposed, and forbade the work to be printed. Indeed, 
the rulers of France, as if sensible that their only- 
security was the ignoi’ance of the people, obstinately 
set their face against every description of knowledge. 
Several eminent authors had undertaken to execute, 
on a magiiificent scale, an Encyclopjedia, which should 
coutain a summary of all the branches of science and 
of art. This, midoubtedly the most splendid enter- 
prise ever started by a body of literary men, was at 
first discouraged by the government, and afterwards 
entirely prohibited. On other occasions, the same 
tendency was shown in matters so trifling, that 
nothing hut the gravity of their ultimate results 
prevents them from being ridiculous. In I77O3 
Imbert translated darkens Letters on Spain ; one of 
the best works then existing on that country. This 
hook, however, was suppressed as soon as it appeared ; 
and the only reason assigned for such a stretch of 
power is, that it contained some remarks i-especting the 
passion of Charles III. for hunting, which were con- 
sidered disrespectful to the French crown, because 
Louis XV. was himself a great hunter. Several years 
before this. La Bletterie, who was favourably knoftm in 
France by his works, was elected a member of the 
JVench Academy. But he, it seems, was a Jarisenist, 
and had, moreover, ventured to assert that the Emperor 
Julian, notwithstanding bis apostasy, was not entirely 
devoid of good qualities. Such offences could not be 
overlooked in so pure an age ; and the king obliged 
the academy to exclude La Bletterie from -their society. 
That the punishment extended no further, was an 
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in-staiice of remarkable leniency ; for Freret, an 
eraineirfc critic and scholar;, was conlmed in the Bastille^ 
b.ecause he stated, in one of Ms memoirs, that the 
earliest Frankish chiefs had received their titles from 
the Romans. The same penalty was indicted four 
different times upon Lenglet du Fresnoy,^® In the 
case of this airnable and accomplished man, there 
seems to have been hardly the shadow of a pretext for 
the cruelty with which he was treated ; though, on one 
occasion, the alleged offence %vas, that lie had pub- 
lished a supplement to the History of Do Thou. 

Indeed, we have only to open the biographies and 
correspondence of that time, to find instances crowding 
upon us from all quarters. Rousseau was threatened 
with imprisonment, was driven from France, and his 
works were publicly burned. Ihe celebrated treatise 
of Helvetius on the Mind, was suppressed by an order 
from the royal council ; it was burned by the common 
hangman, and the author was compelled to write two 
letters, retracting his opinions. Some of the geological 
views of Buffon having offended tlie clergy, that illus- 
trious naturalist was obliged to publish a formal re- 
cantation of doctrines which are now known to be 
perfectly accurate. The learned Observations on the 
History of France, by Mably, were suiipressed as soon 
as they appeared ; for what reason it would be hard to ' 
say, since M. Guizot, certainly no friend either to 
anarchy or to irreligion, has thought it worth while to , 
republish them, and thus stamp them with the 
authority of his own great name. The History 
of the Indies, by Rayual, was condemned to the 
flames, and the author ordered to be arrested. 
Laiijuinais, in his well-known work on Joseph H,, 
advocated not only religious toleration, but even 
the abolition of slavery; his book, therefore, was 
declared to bo ^'seditious"; it was pronounced '^‘^de- 
structive of all subordination," and was sentenced to 

2® Ho was imprisoned in the Bastille, for the first time, in 
1725 ; then in 17 43, in 1750, and finahy in 1761. 
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be burned, llie Analysis of Bayle, by Marsy, was sup- 
pressed; and the author was imprisoned. The History 
of the Jesuits^ by Linguetj was delivered to the flames ; 
eight years later his Journal was suppressed ; and, 
throe years after that, as he still persisted in writing, 
his Political Annals were suppressed, and he himself 
was thrown into the Bastille, Uelisle de. Sales was 
sentenced to perpetual exile, and confiscation of all 
his property, on account of his work on the I'hilosoxfliy 
of Nature. llie treatise by Mey, on French law', 
was suppressed ; that by Boncerf, on feudal law', w'as 
burned. The Memoirs of Beaumarchais w'ere likewise 
burned ; the Eloge on Fe'nelon by La Harpe was merely 

S ressed. Duvernet having written a History of the 
onne, which was still unpublished, was seized and 
thrown into the Bastille, while the manuscript was yet 
in his own possession. The celebrated work of De Lolme 
on the Engli.sh constitution was suppressed by edict 
directly it appeared. The fate of being suppressed, or 
prohibited, mso awaited the Letters of Gervaise, in 
1724 ; the Dissertations of Courayer, in 1727 ; the 
Letters of Montgon, also in 1732 ; the History of 
Tamerlane, by Margat, also in 1732; the Essay on 
Taste, by Cartaud, in 1736 ; the Life of Domat, by 
Pre'vost de la Jannes, in 1742 ; the History of Louis 
XL, by Duclos, in 1745; the Letters of Bargeton, in 
1750 ; the Memoirs on Troyes, by Grosley, in the same 
year ; the History of Clement *XI., by Kehoulet, in 
*1752 ; the School of Man, by Genard, also in 1752 ; the 
Therapeutics of Garlon, in 1756‘ ; the celebrated thesis 
of Louis, on Generation, in 1754 ; the Treatise on Pre- 
sidial Jurisdiction, by Jousse, in 1755 ; the Ericic of 
Fontanelle, in 1768 ; the Thoughts of Jamin, in 1760 ; 
the liistoiy of Siam, by Turpin, and the Eloge of 
Marcus Aurelius, by Thomas, both in 1770 ; the w’orks 
on finance, by Daidgrand in 1764, and by Le Trome in 
1779 ; the Essay on Military Tactics, by Guibert, in 
aw According to some of these authorities, parliament after- 
wards revoked this sentence ; but there is no doubt that the 
sentence was passed, -and De Sales imprisoned, if not banished. 
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1772 ; tlie Letters of Eoucquet^, ia the same year ; 
aijd the Memoirs of Terrai, by CoquereaUj iu 177<>. 
Such wanton destruction of property waSj however, 
mercy itself, compared to the treatment experienced by 
other literary men in France. Desforges, for example, 
having written against the arrest of the Pretender 
to the English tin-one, was, solely on that account, 
buried in a dungeon eight feet square, and confined 
there for three years. This hapj)ened in I7d9 ; and 
in 1770 , Audra, professor at the college of Toulouse, 
and a man of some reputation, published the first 
volume of his Abridgment of General History. Beyond 
this, the work never proceeded ; it was at once con- 
demned by the archbisliop of the diocese, and the 
author was depri\’’ed of his office. Andra, held up to 
public opprobrium, tbc wliole of his labours rendered 
useless, and the prospects of his life suddenly blighted, 
was unable to survive the shock. He was struck with, 
apoplexy, and within twenty-four hours was lying a 
corpse in his own house. 

It will probably he allowed that I have collected 
sufficient evidence* to substantiate my assertion respect- 
iiig the pei'secutions directed against every description 
of literature; but the carelessness with which the 
antecedents of the French Revolution have been 
studied, has given rise to such erroneous opinions on 
this subject, that 1 am anxious to add a few more 
instances, so as to put beyond the possibili ty of doubt 
the nature of the provocations habitually received 
by the most eminent Frenchmen of the eighteeirth 
century. 

Amo'iig the many celebrated authors who, though 
inferior to Voltaire, Blontesquieu, Buffon, and Rous- 
seau, were second only to them, three of the most 
remarkable were Diderot, Marmontel, and Morellet. 
The first two are known to every reader ; while 
hlorellet, though comparatively forgotten, had in his 
own time considerable influence, and had, moreover, 
the distinguished merit of being the first who popu- 
larized iu France those great truths which had been 
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recently discovered, in political economy by Adam 
Smith, and in jurisprudence by Beccaria. 

A certain M. Cury wrote a satire upon the Dulce 
d^Aumont, which he showed to his friend Marmontel, 
who, struck by its power, repeated it to a small circle 
of his acquaintance. The duke, hearing of this, was 
full of indignation, and insisted upon the name of tiu’ 
author being given up. This, of course, was impossibh* 
without a gross breach of confidence ; but Marmontel, 
to do everything in his power, wrote to the duke, 
stating, what was really the fact, that the lines in 
question had not been printed, that there was no inten- 
tion of making them public, and that they had only 
been communicated to a few of his own particular 
friends. It might have been supposed that this would 
have satisfied even a French noble ; hut Mannontel, 
still doubting the result, sought an audience of the 
minister, in the hope of procuring the protection of 
the crown. All, howevei', was in vain. It will hardly 
be believed, that Marmontel, who was then at the 
height of his reputation, was seized in the middle of 
Paris, and because he refused to betray his friend, was 
thrown into the Bastille. , Nay, so implacable were his 
persecutors, that after his liberation from prison, they, 
in the hope of reducing him to beggary, deprived him 
of the right of .publishing the Merntre, upon which 
nearly the wdiole of his income depended. 

To the Abbe Moi*ellet a somewhat similar circum- 
stance occurred. A miserable scribbler, named Palissot, 
had written a comedy ridiculing some of the ablest 
Frenchmen then living. To this, Morellet replied by 
a pleasant little satire, in which he made a very harm- 
less allusion to the Princess de ilohcck, one of Palissot’s 
patrons. She, amazed at such presumption, complained 
to the minister, who immediately ordered the abhe to 
be confined in the Bastille, where he remained for 
some months, although he had not only been guilty of 
no scandal, but had not even mentioned tlie name of 
the princess. 

The treatment of Diderot was still more severe. 
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Fiiis remarkable man owed his influence chiefly to his 
immense correspondence, and to the,' brilliancy of a 
conversation for which, even in Paris, he was un- 
rivalled, and which he used to display with coiisiclorahle 
effect at those celebrated dinners where, during a 
(juartcr of a century, Holbach assembled the most 
iiluslrioUsS thinker? in France, Besides this, he is the 
author of several works of interest, most of which arc 
well known to students of French literature. His 
independent spirit, and the reputation he obtained, 
earned for him a share in the general persecution. 
Fhe first w’ork he wrote, was ordered to be publicly 
burned by the common hangman. This, indeed, was 
the fate of nearly all the best literary productions of 
tiiut time ; and Diderot might esteem himself fortunat(} 
in merely losing his property, provided he saved him- 
self from imprisonment. But, a few years later, he 
wrote another work, in which he said that people who 
are born blind have some ideas different from those 
■who are possessed of their eyesight. This assertion is 
by no means improbable,^!® and it contains nothing by 

It is also stated by the editor of his coirespondenco, tliat 
he wrote a great deal for authors, which they publishetl under 
their name. Mem. et Corresp, de Diderot, vol. iii. p. lOU. 

B.!C iphis w'as the Densecs PUlosophiques, in 1746, his first 
original work; the previous one.s being translations from 
English. Btog. Vniv. xi. 314. Duvemet ( Ffe de Voltaire, jj. 
240) says, that ha was imprisoned for writing it, but this 1 
believe is a mistake ; at least I do not remember to have met 
with the statement elsewhere, and Duvornet is frequently 
:,„:i:'careless, 

2 i 6 Dugald Stewart, -who has collected some imi»orten.t 
evidence ou this subject, has confirmed several of the views 
put forward by Diderot, PJdlos. of ike Mind, vol. iii. pp, 401 
seq. ; comp. pp. 67, 407, 435. Since then still greater atten- 
tion has been paid to the education of the blind, and it Ims 
been remarked that “it is an exceedingly difficult task to teach 
them to think accurately." McAlisters Essay on the Blind, in 
Jour, of Slat. Soc. vol. i. p. 378. These passages unconsciously 
testify' to the sagacity of Diderot; and they also testify to the 
stupid ignorance of a government, which sought to put an end 
to such inquiries by punishing their author. 
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which anyone need be startled. The men^ however, 
who then governed France, discovered in it some 
hidden danger. Whether they suspected that the 
mention of blindness was an allusion to themselves, 
or whether they were mei'ely instigated by the per- 
versity of their temper, is uncertain ; at all events, 
the unfortunate Diderot, for having hazarded this 
opinion, was an-ested, and without even the form of a 
trial, was confined in the dungeon of Vincennes. The 
natural results follow'ed. The works of Diderot rose 
in popularity ; and he, burning with hatred against 
his persecutors, redoubled his elforts to overthrow those 
institutions, under shelter of which such monstrous 
tyranny could be safely practised. 

It seems hardly necessary to say more respecting the 
incredible folly with which the rulers of France, by 
turning every able man into a personal enemy, at 
length arrayed against the government all the intellect 
of the country, and made the Revolution a matter, not 
of choice, but of necessity. I will, however, as a fitting 
sequel to the preceding facts, give one instance of the 
way in which, to gratify the caprice of the higher 
classes, even the most private affections of domestic 
life could be publicly outraged. In the middle of the 
eighteenth century, there was an actress on the French 
stage of the name of Chantilly. She, though beloved 
by Maurice de Saxe, preferred a more honourable 
attachment, and married Favart, the well-known writer 
of songs and of comic operas, hlaurice, amazed at he)* 
boldness, applied for aid to the French entwn, niat 
he should have made such an application is sufficiently 
strange ; hut the result of it is hardly to be paralleled 
e.xcept in some eastern despotism. The government of 
France, on hearing the circumstance, had the iiicou- 
eeivable baseness to issue an order directing Fava)’t 
to abandon his wife, and intrust her to the charge of 
Maurice, to whose embraces she was compelled to submit, 

A. happy arrangament, by which eurioKity bafilu.-i <!c-s- 
potism. See Grhtm^ Carreep. vol. v, p. 468. 
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These are among” the iiisufFerahle provocations, by 
i whicli the blood of men is made to boil in their veins, 

i \Vho can wonder that the greatest and. noblest minds 

; iu France were filled with loathiug at the government 

by whom such things were done? If we, notwith- 
standing the distance of time and country, are moved 
to indignation by the mere mention of them, what 
i must have been felt by those before whose eyes they 

j actually occurred? And when, to the horror they 

' naturally inspired, there was added that apprehensioxi 

of being the next victim which everyone might per- 
sonally feel : when, moreover, we remember that the 
I authors of these persecutions had none of the abilities 

i by which even vice itself is sometimes ennobled ; — 

I when we thus contrast the poverty of their under- 

standings with the greatness of their crimes, we, 
instead of being astonished that there was a revolution, 
by which all the machinery of the state was swept 
away, should rather be amazed at that unexampled 
patience by which alone the Revolution was so long 
, deferred.- . ; ' ■ . • ■ . 

To me, indeed, it has always appeared, that the delay 
of the Revolution is one of the most striking proofs 
history affords of the force of established habits, and 
of the tenacity with wliich tlie human mind clings to 
old associations. For, if ever there existed a govenx- 
men fc inherently and radically bad, it was the government 
of France in, the eighteenth century. If e%'ei‘ there 
existed a state of society likely, by its crying and 
accumulated evils, to madden men to desperation, 

France wa.s in that state. The people, despised and 
enslaved, were .sunk in abject poverty, and were curbed 
by law.s of stringent cruelty, enforced with mercile8.s 
barbarism. A supreme and' irresponsible control was 
exercised over the whole country by the clergy, the 
nobles and tbe crown. The intellect of France was 
placed under the ban of a ruthless proscription, its 
literature prohibited and burned, its authors plundered . 
and imprisoned. Nor was there the least symptom 
that these evils were likely to be remedied. The i 
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upper classesj whose arrogance was increased bjr the 
ioiig tenure of their power, only thought of present 
enjoyment : they took no heed of the future ; they saw 
not that day of reckoning, the bitterness of which they 
wei*e soon to experience. The people remained in 
slavery until the Revolution actumly occurred ; while 
as to the literature, nearly every year witnessed some 
new effort to dei)rive it of that share of liberty which 
it still retained. Having, in 1764, issued a decree 
I'orbidding any woi'k to be published in which que.‘;tions 
of government were discussed ; having, in 1767, 
made it a capital offence to write a book likely to 
excite the public mind ; and having, moreover, de- 
rroimced the same penalty of death against anyone 
who attacked religion, as also against anyone who 
spoke of matters of hnaiice; — having taken these 
steps, the rulers of France, very shortly before their 
final fall, contemplated another measure still more 
comprehensive. It is, indeed, a singular fact, that 
only nine years before the Revolution, and when no 
power on earth could have saved the institutions of 
the country, the government was so ignoi'ant of the 
real state of affairs, and so confident that it could 
quell the spii’it which its own despotism had raised, 
that a proposal was made by an officer of the crown 
to do away with all the publishers, and not allow'- any 
books to be printed except tliose w'^hich issued from a 
press paid, appointed, and controlled by the executi%'e 
magistrate, This monstrous proposition, if carried 

MS « L’Avordy was no sooner named controller of finance 
than he published a decree, in 1764 {arrei du conseil) — w'bicb, 
according to the stato of the then existing constitution, had the 
force of a law — by which every man was forbidden to print, or 
cause to be printed, anything -whatever upon administrative 
affairs, or government regulations in general, rinder the 
penalty of a breach of the police laws ; by which the man was 
liable to be p)unished without defence, and not as was the case 
before the law courts, where ho might defend himself, and 
could only he judged according to law.” Sc/tlosser's Eightumth 
Cen far?;, vol. ii. p, 166. 

2^9 This was the suggestion of the avocat-gdneral in l/SO. 
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into effect^ would of course have invested the king' 
with all the influence which literature can commauil ; 
it would have been as fatal to the national intellect atj 
tiie other measures were to national liberty ; and it 
would have consummated the ruin of France, eithor 
by reducing its greatest men to complete silence, 
or else by degrading them into mere advocates (tf 
those opinions ■which tlio government might wish to 
propagate. 

I<’or these are by no means to be considered as 
trifling matters, merely interesting to men of letters. 
In France, in the eighteenth century, literature was 
the last resource of liberty. In England, if our great 
authors should prostitute their abilities by inculcating 
servile opinions, the danger would no doubt be con- 
siderable, because otlier parts of society might find it 
difficult to escape the contagion. Still, before the 
corruption liad spread, there would be time to stop its 
course, so long as we possessed those free political 
institutions, by the mere mention of which the generous 
imagination of a bold people is ca.sily fired. And 
although such institutions are the consequence, not 
the cause, of liberty, they do unquestionably react 
upon it, and from the force of habit they could for a 
while survive that from which they originally sprung. 
So long as a countiy retains its political freedom, 
there will always remain associations by which, even iu 
the midst of mental degradation, and out of the depths 
of the lowest superstition, the minds of men may be 
recalled to better things. But in France such asst>- 
ciations had no existence. In France everything wa.s 
for the governors, and nothing for the governed. 
There was neither free press, nor free parliament, nor 
free debates. There was no public meetings ; there 
was no popular suffrage ; there was no discussion on 
the hustings ; there was no habeas corpus act ; there 
was no trial by jury. The voice of Bherty, thus silenced 
in every department of the state, could only be heard 
in the appeals of those great men who, h;^ their 
writings, inspirited the people to ■ resistance. This is 
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tlie point of view from Vt^lncli wc ouglit to estimate tlie 
character of those who are often accused of having' 
wantonly disturbed the ancient fabric. They^ as -well 
as the people at large, were cruelly oppressed by the 
crown, the nobles, and the church ; and they used 
their abilities to retaliate the injury. I'here can be. no 
doubt that this was the best coui-se open to them. 
There can be no doubt tliat rebellion is the last remedy 
against tyranny, and that a despotic system sliould he 
encountered by revolutionary literature. The upper 
classes were to blame, because they struck the first 
blow ; but we must by no means censure those great 
men, who, having defended themselves from aggression, 
eventually succeeded in smiting the government by 
whom the aggression was originally made. 

Without, however, stopping to vindicate their 
conduct, we have now to consider what is much moi.’e 
important, namely, the origin of that crusade against 
Christianity, in which, unhappily for France, they 
were compelled to embarlc, and the occurrence of 
which forms the third great antecedent of the French 
Revolution. A knowledge of the causes of this 
hostility against Christianity is essential to a right 
understanding of the philosophy of the eighteenth 
century, and it will throw some light on the general 
theory of ecclesiastical power. 

Jt is a circumstance well worthy of remark, that the 
revolutionary literature which eventually overturned 
all the institutions of Franco, was at first directed 
against those which were religious, rather than against 
those which \vere political. The great writers -who 
rose into notice soon after the death of Lo\us XIV., 
excited themselves against spiritual despotism ; while 
the overthrow of secular despotism was left to their 
immediate successors.^®® lliis is not the course which 

2B0 Tho nature of this change, and the circumstaneos under 
which it happened, will be examined in the last chapter of the 
present volume ; but that the revolutionary movement, while 
headed by V’’oltaire and his coadjutora, was directed against 
the church, and not against the state, is noticed by many 
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would 1)0 pursued in a liealtiiy state of society; and 
there is no doubt,, that to this peculiarity the crimes 
and the lawless violence of the French Revolution are 
in Ilf) small defi'ree to he ascribed. It is evidentj that 
in the h^S'itiintifc progress of a nation, political innova- 
tions should keep pace ivith religious innovations, so 
that tlie people m:iy increase their liberty while they 
diininisl) their superstition. In France, on tho contrary, 
(luring nearlj' forty years, the church was attacked, 
and the government was spared. The consequence 
was, thiit tlie order and bahuiee of the country were 
dcstroyeil ; tho minds of men became habituated to , 
tlie most daring speculations, while their acts were 
controlled by the most oppressive despotism ; and they 
felt themselves possessed of capacities wdiich their 
rulers ivould not allow them to employ. When, there- 
fore, the French Revolution broke out, it was not a 
mere rising of ignorant slaves against educated masters, 
but it was a rising of aien in wliom the des;^air caused 
by slavery was quickened by the resources of advancing 
knowledge; men who were in that frightful condition 
wlien the pi-ogress of intellect outstrips the progress 
of liberty, and when a desire is felt, not only to remove 
a tyranny, hut also to avenge an insult. 

'■fhere can be no doubt that to this we must ascribe 
some of the most hideous peculiarities of the French 
Revolutioxi. It, therefore, becomes a matter of great 
interest to inquire how it was, that while in England 
political ireedom and religious scepticism have accom- 
jtanied and aided each other, there should, on the 
other hand, have taken place in France a vast move- 
ment, in which, during aearly forty years, the ablest 
men neglected the freedom, while they encouraged the 
scepticism, and diminished the power of the church, 
without increasing the liberties of the people. 

The first reason of this appears to he, the nature of 

writers ; some of whom have also observed, that soon after 
the middle of the reign of Louis XY. the ground began to 
1)0 shifted, and a disposition vas first shown to attack political 
abuses. 




200 


EARLY CAUSES OF 


those ideas out of which the French had lony con- 
structed the traditions of their glory. A train of 
circumstances which, when treating of the protective 
spirit, I attempted to indicate, had secured to the 
French kings an authority which, by making all classes 
subordinate to the crown, flattered the popular vanity. 
Hence it was, that in France the feelings of loyalty 
worked into the national mind deeper than in any 
other country of Europe, Spain alone excepted. The 
difference between this spirit and that observable in 
England has been already noticed, and may be still 
further illustrated by the diff'erent ways in which the 
two nations have dealt with the posthumous reputation 
of their sovereigns. With the exception of Alfred, 
who is sometimes called the Great,®®® we in England 
have not sufficiently loved any of our princes to bestow 
upon them titles expressive of personal admiration. 
But the French have decorated their kings with every 
variety of panegyric. ITius to take only a single name, 
one king is Louis the Mild, another is Louis the Saint, 
another is Louis the Just, another is Louis the Great, 
and the most hopelessly vicious of all was called Louis 
the Beloved. 

These are facts which, insignificant as they seem, 
form most important materials for real history, since 
they are unequivocal symptoms of the shite of the 
country in which they exist. Their relation to the 

251 Not only the political history of Spain, but also its litera- 
ture, contains melancholy evidence of the extraordinary loyalty 
of the Spaniai'ds, and of the injurious results produced by it. 

252 Our admiration of Alfred is greatly increased by the fact, 
that we know veiy little about h;m. The principal authority 
referred to for his reign is Assei-, whose work, there is reason 
to believe, is not genuine. It mcreovor appears, that some of 
the institutions popularly ascribad to him, existed before his 
jtime.-:' 

253 TJie French writers, under the old regime, consiantly 
boast that loyalty was the ohartcteristic of tbc-ir nation, and 
taunt the English with their oppisito and insubordinate spirit. 
“II n’est pas ioi question des Iramjais, qni so sont toujours 
distingu6s dos autres nations par leur amour pour leurs rois.” 
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subject before us is obvious. For^ by tbem^ and by 
tbe circurnstances from which they sprung, an intimate 
and hereditary association was engendered in the minds 
of Frenchraeiij between the glory of their nation smd 
the x>orsoual reputation of their sovereign. The conse- 
quence was, that the political conduct of the rulers of 
Franco was protected against censure hy a fence far 
more impassable than any that could be erected by the 
niost stringent laws. It was protected by those preju- 
dices which each generation bequeathed to its successor. 
It was protected by that halo which time had thrown 
round the oldest monarchy in Fhirope. And above all, 
it was protected by that miserable national vanity, 
which made men submit to taxation and to slavery, in 
order that foreign princes might be dazzled by tlie 
splendour of their sovereign, and foreign countries in- 
timidated by tbe greatness of his victories. 

Hie upshot of all this was, that when, early in the 
eighteenth century, the intellect of France began to be 
. roused into action, the idea of attacking the abuses of 
the monarchy never occurred even to the boldest 
thinker. But, under the protection of the crown, 
there had grown up another institution, about winch 
less delicacy was felt. The clergy, who for so long a 
period had been allowed to oppress the consciences of 
men, were not sheltered by those national associations 

Le Blanc, LeMres Francois, vol- iii. p. 523. ”Tho English 
do not love their sovereigns as much as could bo dcaii'ed.” 
Sm-Mhds V<jya<je to England, p. 58. 

Now, contrast with all this the sentimonts contained in ono 
of tho most celebrated histories in the English language: 
“ There is not any one thing more certain and more evident, 
than that princes are made for the people, and not the people 
for thorn ; and jierhaps there is no nation imder_ heaven that is 
more entirely possessed with this notion of princes than the 
English nation is in. this age ; so that they will soon be uneasy 
to a prince who does not govern himself by this maxiia, and in 
time grow very unkind to him.” jSitrwet’s Jlisiovy of my Own 
Times, vol. vi, p. 223. This manly and wholesoinj pa.ssago was 
written while French were licking the dust from the feet 
of Louis XIV. 
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which surrounded the person of the sovereign ; nor had 
anj'' of them, with the single exception of Bossiiet, 
doiie much to increase the general rcpiitalioii of 
h'rance. Indeed, the French chuj-ch, though during 
the reign of Louis XIV. it possessed immense authority, 
had ahvays exercised it in subordination to the crown, 
at whose ludding it had not feared to opj)ose even the 
p(jpe himself. It \vas, therefore, natural, that in 
France the ecclesiastical power should be attacked 
])efore the temporal power ; because, while it was as 
despotic, it was less influential, and because it was un- 
])rotected by those popular traditions which form the 
principal support of every ancient institution. 

These considerations arc sufficient to explain why it 
xvas tliat, in this respect, the French and English 
intellects adopted courses so entirely difi'ereiit. In 
Jmgland, tlie minds of men, being less hampei*ed ^vith 
the prejudices of an indiscriminate loj'alty, have been 
able at each .successive step in the great progress to 
direct their doubts and inquiries on politics as well as 
on religion ; and thus establishing their freedom, as 
they diminislied their superstition, they have main- 
tained the balance of the national intellect, 'svithout 
allowing to either of its divisions an excessive prepon- 
derance. But in France the admiration for royalty 
liad become so great, that this balance ^vas disturbed ; 
the inquiries of men not daring to settle on politics, 
were fixed on religion, and gave rise to the singular 
phenomenon of a rich and powerful literature, in 
which unanimous ho.stility to the church was unaccom- 
panied by a .single voice against the enormous abuses 
of the state. 

There was likewise another circumstance, which in- 
creased this peculiar tendency. .During the reign of 
Louis XIV. the pei-sonal character of the hiei’archy had 

M. Eanke (iJi’e Fdpste, vol. ii. p. 257) ascribes this to the 
cii-cum.stanc;es attending the apostasy of H,enry iV. ; but iho 
cause lies much deeper, being connected with that triumph of 
tlio secular interests over the spiritual, of which the policy of 
Henry IV. was itself a consequence. 
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(lone mucli to secure tlieir dominion. All the leader^-, 
of the cliu3'c;li were men of virtue, and many ■were men 
of ability. 'Fiicir conduct, tyi’anuical as it wa-s, seonis 
to have been conscientious j aud the evils which it jjro- 
(luood are rnerolv to be ascribed to the gross iinpoHi.'y 
of intrusting e(x;le.siastics with power. But after the 
death of Louis XIV. a gj'eat change took place. The 
clergy, from causes which it would he tedious to 
investigate, became extremely dissolute, and often 
very igiunvant. This niade tlieir tyranny more oppres- 
sive, because to submit to it was more disgraceful. 
The great aliilitiea and imhlemishod morals of men like 
Bossuet, Fenelon, Bourdaloue, Flechier, and Mascaron, 
diminished in some degree the ignominy ■which is 
always connected with blind obedience. But •w'heu 
they were succeeded by such bisliops and cardinals as 
Dubois, Lahteau, I'eucin, aud others wlio nourished 
under the regency, it became difficult to re.spect the 
"heads of the church, tainted as they were with open 
and notorious depravity.^''" At the same time tJiat' 
■tliere occurred this unfavourable change among the 
ecclesia-stical rulers, there also occurreil that immense 
reaction of which 1 have endeavoured to trace the early 
workings, it was, therehn-e, at tlie very moment 
when the spirit of inquiry became stronger, that the 
character of the clergy became more coirtomptlhle. 
The great writers w'ho were now rising in France, were 
moveil to indignation when they saiv that those ■who 
usur]>ed unlimited power over consciences had them- 
selves no consciences at all. It is evident, that every 
argument which they borrowed from England against 
ecclesiastical power, would gain additional force when 
directed against men whose personal unfitness was 
universally acknowledged. 

Such was the position of the rival parties, -when, 

L'fts ’What was, if possible, still more scandalous, was, that in 
1723 tho asHorably of the clergy elected as^ tlieir president, 
nrianiinously (“d'nno voix unanimo”), the infamous Dubois, 
Ibe most notox’iously immoral man of his time. Buclos, Mhi, 
vol ii. p. 262. . ■ ’ 
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iilmost immediately after the death of Louis XIV., 
Uiere began that gi*eat struggle between authority and 
reason, which is still unfinished, although in the pre- 
sent state of knowledge its i^esult is no longer doubtful. 
On the one side there was a compact and numerous 
priesthood, supported by the prescription of centuries 
and by the authority of the crown. On the other side 
there was a small body of men, without rank, without 
wealth, and as yet witiiout reputation, but animated 
by a love of liberty and by a just confidence in their 
own abilities. Unfortunately, tiiey at the very out- 
set committed a serious error. In attacking the clergy, 
they lost their respect for religion. In their determina- 
tion to weaken ecclesiastical power, they attempted to 
undermine the foundations of Christianity. This is 
deeply to he regretted for their own sake, as w'ell as 
for its ultimate effects in France ; hut it must not be 
imputed to them as a crime, since it was forced on 
them by the exigencies of their position. They saw 
the frightful evils which their country was suffering 
from the institution of priesthood as it then existed 4 
and yet they were told that the preservation of that 
institution in its actual foi’m was essential to the very 
being of Christianity. They had always been taught 
that the interests of the clergy were identical with the. 
interests of religion ; liow, then, could they avoid in- 
cluding both clergy and religion in the same hostility 
Tlie alternative was cruel ; but it was one from which, 
in common honesty, they had no escape. We, judging 
these things by another standard, pos.sess a measure 
which they could not possibly have. VVe should not 
now commit such an error, because \ve know that there 
is no connexion between any one particular form of 
priesthood and the interests of Christianity. We know 
that the clergy are made for the people,* and not the 
people for the clergy. We know that all questions of 
church government arc matters, not of religion, hut of 
policy, and should he settled, not according to tradi- 
tional dogmas, hut according to large views of general 
expediency. It is because these propositions are now 
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jidmittefi by all enlightened men, that in oiir country 
the truths* of religion are rarely attacked except by 
superiicial thijikers. for instance, we were to iind 
that the existence of our bishops, with their privileges 
and their wealth, is unfavourable to the progress of 
society, we should not on that account feel enmity 
against Christianity ; because we should remember, that 
episcopacy is its accident and not its essential, and that 
we could do away with the iiistitution, and yet retain 
the religion. In the same way, if we should ever find, 
Avhat was formerly found in France, that the clergy 
were tyrannical, this would excite in us an opposition, 
not to Christianity, but merely to the external form 
which Christianity assumed. So long as our clergy 
confine themselves to the beneficent duties of their 
calling, to the alleviation of pain and distress, either 
bodily or mental, so long will we respect them as the 
ministers of peace and of charity. But if they should 
ever again entrench on the riglits of the laity — if they 
should ever again interfere with an authoritative voice 
in the government of the state — it will then be for the 
people to inquire, whether the time has not come to 
elrect a revision of the ecclesiastical constitution of the 
country. This, therefore, is the manner in wiiich we 
now view these things. VTiat we think of the clergy 
will depend upon themselves ; but will have no con- 
nexion with what we think of Christianity. We look 
on the clergy as a body of men who, notwithstanding, 
their disposition to intolerance, and notwithstanding a 
certain narrowness incidental to their profession, do 
umloubtedly form part of a vast and noble institution, 
by wliich the manners of men have been softened, 
their sufferings assuaged, their distre.s,9es relieved. 
As long as this institution performs its functions, we 
are well content to let it stand. If, however, it 
should he out of repair, or if it should be found 
inadequate to the shifting circumstances of an ad- 
vancing society, we retain both the pow'er and the 
riii'ht of remedying its faults ; we may, if need be, 
remove some of ifc.s parts ■, but we would not, we dare 
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aotj tamper witli those great religious truths which are. 
altogether independent of it; truths which comfort 
the mind of man^, raise him above the instincts of the 
hourj and infuse into him those lofty aspirations whicli^ 
revealing to him his own immortality, are tlie measure 
and the symptom of a future life. 

Unfortunately, this was not the way in which these 
matters were considered in Franco. The government 
of that country, by investing tlie clergy with great 
immunities, by treating them as if there were something 
sacred about their persons, and by punishing as heresy 
the attacks which were made on them, had established 
in the national mind an indissoluble connexion l^etween 
their interests and the interests of Christianity, d’he 
consequence was, that when the struggle began, the 
ministers of religion, and religion itself, were both 
assailed with equal zeal. The ridicule, and even the 
abuse j heaped on the clergy, will surprise no one who 
is acquainted with the provocation that had been 
received. And although, in the indiscriminate on- 
slaught which soon followed, Christianity was, for a 
time, subjected to a fate which ought to have been 
reserved for those who called themselve.s her ministers 
this, while it moves us to regret, ought by no means to 
excite our astonishment. The destruction of Chris- 
tianity in France was the neces.sary result of those 
opinions which bound up the destiny of the national 
priesthood with the destiny of the national religion. 
If both were connected by the same origin, both should 
fall in the same ruin. If that which is the tree of life, 
were, in reality, so corrupt that it could only hear 
poisonous fruits, then it availed little to lop off the 
boughs and cut down the branches ; but it were l)etter, 
by one mighty effort, to root it up from the groimu, 
and secure the health of society by stopjjiug the very 
source of the contagion. 

These are reilectious which must ma!ve us }>ause 
before we censure the deisticai writers of the eighteenth 
century. So perverted,, howevex', are the reasonings to 
which some minds are accustomed, that tluxse xvlio 
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jud^e them most uncharitably are precisely those whose 
conduct forms their best excuse. Such are the men 
wlio, by puttiug forth the most extravagant claims in 
favour of the clergy, are seeking to establish the 
principle, by the operation of which the clergy were 
destroyed. Their scheme for restoring the old system 
of ecclesiastical authority, depends on the supposition 
of its divine origin ; a supposition which, if iuseparahle 
from Christianity, will at once justify the infidelity 
which they hotly attack. The increase of the power of 
the clergy is incompatible with the interests of civiliza- 
tion. If, therefore, any religion adopts as its creed 
the necessity of such an increase, it becomes the 
bounden duty of every friend to humanity to do his 
utmost, either to destroy the creed, or, failing in that, 
to overturn the religion. If pretensions of this sort are 
an essential part of Christianity, it behoves us at once 
to make our choice ; since the only option can be, 
between abjuring our faith, or sacrificing our liberty. 
Fortunately, we are not driven to so hard a strait ; and 
we know that these claims are as false in theory, as 
they would be pernicious in practice. It is, indeed, 
certain, that if they were put into execution, the clergy, 
though they might enjoy a momentary triumph, would 
have consummated their own ruin, by preparing the 
way among us for scenes as disastrous as those which 
occurred in France. 

The truth is, that what is most blamed in the great 
French writers, was the natural consequence of the 
development of their age. Never was there a more 
striking illustration of the social law already noticed, 
that, if government will allow religious scepticism to 
run its course, it will issue in great things, and will 
hasten the march of civilization ; but that, if an attempt 
is made to put it down with a strong hand, it may, no 
<l()ubt, be repressed for a time, hut eventually will rise 
with such force as to endanger the foundation <sf 
society. In England, we adopted the first of these 
courses ; in France, they adopted the second. In Eng- 
];md, men were allowed to exercise. their own judgment 
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on the most sacred subjects ; and, as soon as the 
diminution of their cx'edulitj had made them set 
bounds to the power of the clergy, toleration immedi- 
ately followed, and the national prosperity has never 
been disturbed. In France the authority of the clergy 
was increased by a superstitious king ; faith usurped 
the place of reason, not a whisper of doubt was allowed 
to be heard, and the spirit of inquiry Avas stifled, until 
the country fell to the brink of ruin. If Louis XIV. 
had not interfered with the natural progress, France, like 
England, would have continued to advance. After his 
death, it was, indeed, too late to save the clergy, against 
whom all the intellect of the nation was soon arrayed 
But the force of the storm might still have been broken, 
if the government of Louis XV. had conciliated what it 
Avas impossible to resist ; and, instead of madly attempt- 
ing to restrain opinions by laws, had altered the laAvs 
to suit the opinions. If the rulers of France, instead 
of exerting themselves to silence the national litera- 
ture, had yielded to its suggestions, and had receded 
before, the pressure of advancing knoAvledge, the fatal 
collision Avould have been avoided ; because the passions 
which caused the collision would have been appeased. 
In such case, the church would have fallen somewhat 
earlier ; but the state itself would have been saved. 
In such case, France would, in all probability, have 
secured her liberties, without increasing her crimes ; 
and that great country, which, from her position and 
resources, ought to he the pattern of European civiliza- 
tion, might have escaped the ordeal of those terrible 
atrocities, through Avhich she Avas compelled to pass, 
and from the effects of which she has not yet recovered. 

It must, I think, be admitted that, during, at all 
events, the first half of the reign of Louis XV. , it 
AA'as possible, by timely concessions, still to preserve 
tlie political institutions of France. Reforms there 
must have been ; and reforms too of a large and un- 
compromising character. So far, however, as I am 
able to undei-stand the real history of that periodj 1 
make no doubt that, if these had been granted in a 
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frank and ungrudging' spirit, everything could have 
been retained necessary for the only two objects at 
•which government ought to aim, namely, the preserva- 
tion of order, and the prevention of crime. But, by 
the middle of the reign of Louis XV., or, at all events, 
immediately after^vards, the state of aflairs began to 
alter ; and, in the course of a few years, the spirit of 
France became .so democratic, that it was impossible 
even to delay a revolution, which, in the preceding 
generation, might have been altogether averted. This 
remarkable change is connected with that other change 
already noticed, by virtue of which, the French intel- 
lect began, about the same period, to direct its hostility 
against the state, rather than, as heretofore, against the 
church. As soon as this, which may be called the 
second epoch of the eighteenth century, had been fairly 
entered, the movement became irresistible. Event after 
event followed each other in rapid succession ; each 
one linked to its antecedent, and the whole forming a 
tendency impossible to withstand. Jt was in vain that 
the government, yielding some points of real import- 
ance, adopted measures by which the church ivas con- 
trolled, the power of the clergy diminished, and even 
the order of 'the Jesuits suppressed. It was in vain 
that the crown now called to its councils, for the first 
time, men imbued with tlie spirit of reform ; men, like 
Turgot and Necker, whose wise and liberal proposals 
would, in calmer days, ha\’-e stilled the agitation of the 
popular mind. It was in vain that promises were made 
to equalize the taxes, to redress some of the most crying 
grievances, to rejjeal .some of the most obnoxious laws. 
It was even in vain that the states-general "were sum- 
moned ; and that thus, after the lapse of a hundred and 
seventy years, the people were again admitted to take 
part in the management of their own aftairs. All 
these things were in vain ; because the time for treaty 
had gone by, and the time for battle had come. The 
most liberal concessions that could possibly have been 
devised would have failed to avert that deadly struggle, 
which the course of preceding events made inevitable. 
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For tlie measure of that age vras now full. The upper 
classes^ intoxicated by the long possession of power^ 
had provoked the crisis ; and it was needful that they 
should abide the issue. There was no time for mercy ; 
there was no pause, no compassion, no sympathy. The 
only question that remained was, to see whether they 
who had raised the storm could ride the whirlwind ; 
or, whether it was not i*ather likely that they should 
be the first victims of that frightful hurricane, in 
which, for a moment, laws, religion, morals, all 
perished, the lowest vestiges of humanity were effaced , 
and the civilization of France not only submei'ged, but, 
as it then appeared, irretrievably ruined. 

To ascertain the successive changes of this, the 
second epoch of the eighteenth century, is an under- 
taking full of difficulty ; not only on account of the 
rapidity with which the events occurred, but also on 
account of their extreme complication, and of the way 
in which they acted and reacted upon each other. The 
materials, however, for such an inquiry are vfery 
numerous ; and as they consist of evidence supplied by 
all classes and all interests, it has appeared to me 
possible to reconstruct the history of that time, accord- 
ing to the only manner in which history deserves to be 
studied ; that is to say, according to the order of its 
social and intellectual development. In the concluding 
chapter of the present volume, I shall, therefore, 
attempt to trace the antecedents of the French Revolu- 
tion during that remarkable period, in which the 
hostility of men, slackening in regard to the ai)uses of 
the church, was, for the first time, turned agahist the 
abuses of the state. But, before entering into this, 
which may be distinguished as tlie political epoch of 
the eighteenth century, it will be necessary, according 
to the plan which I have sketched, to examine tlie 
changes that occurred in the method of writing his- 
tory, and to indicate the way in which tliose changes 
were affected by the tendencies of the earlier, or, as it 
may be termed, the ecclesiastical epoch. Jn this 
manner, we shall' the more easily understand the 
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activity of tliat prodig-ious movement which led to the 
French Revolution ; because we shall see that it not 
only affected the oj,)inious of men in .regard to what 
was passing under their eyes, hut that it also idased 
their speculative vievs's in regard to the events of pre- 
ceding ages ; and thus gave rise to that new school of 
historical literature, the formation of which is by no 
means the least of the many benefits which we owe to 
the great thinkers of the eighteenth century. 


CHAPTER VI 


Stat33 op Histokical Literature in France from 
THE End op the Sixteenth to the End oe the 
Eighteenth Century. 

It may be easily supposed, that those vast movements 
in the intellect of France, ivhich I have just traced, 
could not fail to produce a great change in the method 
of writing history. That bold spirit with which men 
were beginning to estimate the transactions of their 
own time, was sure to influence their opinions respect- 
ing those of a former age. In this, as in every branch 
of knowledge, the first innovation consisted in recog- 
nizing the necessity of doubting what had hitherto 
been believed ; and this feeling, when once established, 
went on increasing, destroying at each step some of those 
monstrous absurdities by which, as we have seen, even 
thn best histories were disfigured. The germs of tlie 
reform may be discerned in the fourteenth century, 
though the reform itself did not begin until late in the 
sixteenth century. During the seventeenth century, it 
advanced somewhat slowly ; but in the eighteenth 
century it received a sudden accessiim of strength, 
and, in France in particular, it was hastened by that 
fearless and inquisitive spirit which characterized the 
age, and which, purging history of innumerable follies, 
raised its standard, and conferred on it a dignity 
hitherto unknown. The rise of historical scepticisni, 
and the extent to which it spread, do indeed form such 
curious ieatures in the annals of the European intel- 
lect, as to make it surprising that no one should have 
attempted to examine a movement to which a great 
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department of modern literature owes its most valuable 
peculiarities, in the present chajjter, I hope to supply 
this deiiciency so far as France is concerned ; and .1 
shall endeavour to mark the different steps by which 
the progress was effected, in order that, by knowing 
the circumstances most favourable to the study of 
history, we may with the greater ease inquire into the 
probability of its future improvement. 

I’hero is, in reference to this subject, a preliminary 
consideration well worthy of notice. This is, that men 
seem always to have begun to doubt in mattens of 
i-eligion, before they ventured to do so in matters of 
history. It might have been expected that tlie re- 
proaches, and, in a superstitious age, the dangers, to 
which heresy is exposed, would have intimidated 
inquirers, and would have induced them to prefer the 
safer path of directing their scepticism upon questions 
of literary speculation. Such, however, is by no means 
the course which the human mind has adopted. In an 
early stage of society, when the clergy bad universal 
influence, a belief in the unpardonable criminality of 
religious error is so deeply rooted, that it engrosses the 
attention of all ; it forces everyone who thinks, to 
concentrate upon theology his reflections and his 
doubts, and it leaves no leisure for topics which are 
conceived to be of inferior importance.^®® Hence, 
during many centuries, the subtlest intellects of 
Europe exhausted their strength on the rites and 
dogmas of Christianity ; and while upon these matters 
they often showed the greatest ability, they, upon 
other subjects, and especially upon history, displayed 
that infantine credulity, of which I have already given 
several examples. 

But when, in the progress of society, its theological 
element begins to decay, the ardour with which re- 
ass The sei-vice which the metaphysicians rendered to the 
church by their development of the doctrine of transubstantia- 
tion {Blanco IVkites Bvideitce against Catholicism, pp. 258-268) 
is a striking instance of this subordination of the intellect to 
ecclesiastical dogmas. 
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ligious disputes were once conducted becomes sensibly 
vveakened. The most advanced iutellecte are the first 
to feel the growing indifference;, and, therefore, they 
are also the lirst to' scrutinize real events with that 
inquisitive eye which their predecessors ha('l reserved 
for religious speculations. 1 his is a great turning-point 
in the history of every civilized nation. From this 
moment theological heresies become less frequent,-"^ 
and literary heresies become more common. From 
this moment, the spirit of inquiry and of doubt fastens 
ifoelf upon every department of knowledge, and begins 
that great career of conquest, in which by every suc- 
ceeding discovery the power and dignity of man are 
increased, while at the same time most of his opinions 
are disturbed, and many of them are destroyed : until, 
in the inarch of this vast but noiseless revolution, the 
stream of tradition is, as it were, interrupted, the 
influence of ancient authority is subverted, and. the 
human mind, wa.xing in strength, learns to rely upon 
its own resources, and to throw off incumbrances by 
which the freedom of its movements had long been 
impaired. 

llie application of these remarks to the history of 
France, will enable us to explain some interesting 
phenomena in the literature of that country. During 
the whole of the Middle Ages, and 1 may say till the 
end of the sixteenth century, France, though fertile in 
annalists and chroniclers, had not produced a single 
historian, because she had not produced a single man 
who presumed to doubt what was generally believed. 

257 M. Tocquevillo says, what I _am inclined to think is true, 
that an increasing spirit of equality lessens the disposition to 
form new religious creeds. Dimocratic en. Afuieriqia., vol. iv. 
pp. 16, 17. At all events, it is certain that increasing know- 
ledge has this effect ; for those great men whose turn of mind 
would formerly have made them heretics, are now content to 
confine their innovations to other fields of thought. If St 
Augustine had lived in the sovonteenth century, he would have 
reformed or created the physiical aoience.s. If Sir Isaac Newton 
had lived in the fourth century, he would have organized a now 
sect, and have troubled the church with his originality. 


HISTORICAL LITERATURE IN FRANCE 216 


indeed, until tlie publication of Du Haillan’s history 
uJ' the kings of France, no one had OA'en attempted a 
critical digest of the materials which were known to be 
extant. This Tvork appeared in 1.57f> ; and the author, 
at the conclusion of his labours, could not disguise the 
pride whicli he felt at liaving accomplished so great an 
undertaking. In his dedication to the king he .says, 
‘'^1 am, sire, the first of all the French who have 
written the history of France, and, in a polite 
lang'uage, shown the grandeur and dignity of our 
kings ; for before there was nothing but the old 
rubbish of chronicles wliich spoke of tliem,^’ He adds 
in the preface : Only 1 will say, without presumption 
and boasting, that 1 have done a thing which had not 
been done before, or seen by any of our nation, and 
have given to the history of France a dress it never 
appeared in before.” Nor were these the idle boasts of 
an oliscure man. His work went through numerous 
editions ; was translated into Latin, and was reprinted 
in foreign countries. He him.self was looked upon as 
one of the glories of the French nation, and was 
rewarded by the favour of the king, who conferred on 
him the office of secretary of finance. From his work, 
we may, therefore, gain some notion of what was then 
tlie received standard of historical literature ; and wuth 
this view, it is natural to inquire what the materials 
were which he chiefly employed- About sixty years 
earlier, an Italian named Paulus Erailius had published 
a gossiping compilation on ‘‘the Actions of the French.” 
This book, which is full of extravagant fables, was taken 
by Du Haillan as the basis of his famous history of the 
kings of France ; and from it he unhesitatingly coynes 
tho.se idle stories which Emilius loved to relate. I'liis 
will giv^e us some idea of the credulity of a writer, who 
was reckoned by his contemporaries to be, beyond all 
comparison, the greatest hisstorian France had pro- 
duced. But this is not ail. Du Haillan, not content 
witli borrowing from his predecessor everything that 
was nio.st incredible, gratifies his passion for the mar- 
vellous by some circumstances of his own invention. 
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lie begins bis history with a long account of a council 
which, lie says, was held by the celebrated Pharamond, 
in order to determine whether the French should be 
governed by a monarchy or by an aristocrac)". It is, 
indeed, doubtful if any such person as Pharamond over 
existed ; and it is certain that if he did exist, all the 
materials had long perished from which an opinion 
could be formed i-especting him.”*'® But Du Haillan, 
regardless of these little difficulties, gives us the fullest 
information touching the great chieftain ; and, as if 
determined to tax to the utmost the credulity of Iiis 
readers, mentions, as members of the council of Fhara- 
mond, two persons, Charamond and Quadrek, whose 
very names are invented by the historian. 

Such was the state of historical literature in France 
early in the reign of Henry III. A great change 
was, however, at hand. Tlie remarkable intellectual 
progress made by the French towards the clo.«e of the 
sixteenth century, was, as I have shown, preceded by 
that scepticism wliich appears to be its necessary pre- 
cursor. The spirit of doubt, which had begun with 
x'eligion, w'as communicated to literature. The impulse 
was immediately felt in every department of knowledge, 
and now it was that history first emerged from a de- 
basement in which it had for centuries been sunk. On 
this subject, a mere statement of dates may be of 
service to those persons xvho, from a dislike to general 
reasoning, would otherwise deny the connexion which 
1 wish to eshiblisli. In 1688 was published the first 
sceptical book ever written in the French language. 
Ill 1598, the French government, for the first time, 
ventured upon a great public act of religious toleration. 

258 Philippe de Comines, though superior to Sisinondi and 
Montlosier ia point of ability, lived in the ruiddlo age.s, and. 
therefore, had no idea of doubting, but simply says, “ Pbara- 
nsoiid fut esieu roy, Pan 420, et regna dix ans. ” M Sm. de Com ines 
livre viii. chap, xxvii. vol. iii. p. 232, But De Thou, coming a 
hundred yearn after Comines, evidently suapooted that it wa-; 
not all quite right, and, therefore, puts it on the authority or 
others. ‘ ‘ Pharamond, qui sefon wos hiMorims a port^ le premier 
la couronne dos Frangois." De Tltou, Mist. Univ. vol. x. p, 530. 
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In 1004, De Thou published that celebrated work, 
which is allowed by all critics to be the first great 
history composed by a FrenchmaaA“® And at the very 
moment wben these things ivere passing, another 
eminent Frenchman, the illustrious Sully, was collect- 
ing tlie jnaterials tor his historical work, which, though 
hardly equal to that of De Hiou, comes immediately 
after it in ability, in imfwrtance and in reputation. 
Nor can we fail to remark, that both these great hi.«- 
toriansj who left all their predecessoi-s immcastirabl}'^ 
behind them, were the confidential ministers and inti- 
mate friends of Henry IV., the finst king of France 
whose memory is stained by the imputation of heresy, 
and the first who dared to change hi.s religion, not in 
consequence of any theological arguments, but on the 
broad and notorious ground of political expediency.-® 

But it was not merely over such eminent historians 
as these, that the sceptical spirit displayed its influence. 
The movement was now becoming sufficiently active 
to leave its marks in the writings of far inferior men. 
There were two particulai’s in which the ci’edulity of 
the earlier historians was very striking. These con- 
sisted ill the uncritical manner in which, by blindly 
copying their predecessors, they confused the dates of 
different events ; and in the readiness witli which they 
believed the most improbable statements, upon imper- 
fect evidence, and often upon no evidence at all. It 
is surely a singular proof of that intellectual' progress 
which I am endeavouring to trace, that, within a very 
few years, both these sources of error were removed. 

'llio first volume appeared in 1604. 

SGU According to D’Aubignd, the king, on his conversion, 
said, “ Je ferai voir k tout le monde que jje n'ai e.std persuadd 
par autre fchdologie oue la luJcessitd do I’estat." Sviedley's Ms- 
furmed Religion in France, vol. ii. p. 362, That Henry felt 
this is certain ; and that he expressed it to his friends is 
probahlo ; but ho bad a difficult game to play with the Catholic 
Church ; and in one of his edicts we find “ uue grande joye de 
sou retour k l‘<jglis6, dont il attribuoit la cause k la grace dn 
Tout-Puissant, et aux prieres do ses fidfeles sujets.” i)e TAw, 
/lul. Univ. vol. xii. pp. 105, 106. 


218 HISTORICAL LITERATURE IN FRANCE 


In 1597, Serres was appointed historiographer of 
France ; and, in the same year, he published his 
history of tliat country. In tliis work, he insists upon 
the necessity of carefully recording the date of each 
event ; and the example, which he first set, has, since 
Ins time, been genei'ally followed. The importance of 
this change will be willingly acknowledged by those 
who are aware of the confusion into which history has 
been thrown, by the earlier writers having iieglected, 
what now seems, so obvious a precaution. Scarcely 
had this innovation been established, when it was 
followed, in the same country, by another of still 
greater moment. Idiis was the appearance, in 3 (521, 
of a history of France, by Scipio Dupleix ; in which, 
for the first time, the evidence for historical facts was 
published with the facts themselves. It is needless to 
insist upon the utility of a step which, more tlian any 
other, has taught historians to be industrious in col- 
lecting their authorities, and careful in scrutinizing 
them.-®^ To this may be added, that Dupleix was also 
the first Frenchman who ventured to publish a system 
of philosophy in his own language. It is true, that the 
system itself is intrinsically of little value 
tiie time it appeared, it was an unprecedented, and, 
on that account, a profane attemj)t, to unfold the 
niystei’ies of philosophy in the vulgar speech ; and, in 
this point of view, supplies evidence of the increasing 
diffusion of a spirit bolder and more inquisitive than 
any formerly knowm. It is not, therefore, surprising, 
that, almost at the same moment, thei‘e should be 
made, in the same country, the first systematic 
attempt at historical scepticism. The system of philo- 
sophy by Dupleix appeared in 1602 ; and in 1599, Ln 
Popeliniere published at Paris what be calls the 
History of Histones, in which he criticizes historians 

The anciente, as is well known, rarely took this trouble. 
Mure's Hist, of Greek lAterature, vol. iv. pp. 197, hOti, 307. 

^ So it seemed to me, whan I turned over itn loaves a few 
years ago. However, Patin says, “sa philoaophie fran^oxse 
n'est pas mauvaise.” Lettres de Patin, voi. iit p. 357. 
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themselves, and examines their works with that 
sceptical spirit, to wdiieh his own age was deeply 
indebted. This able man was also the author ot' a 
>>'teeteh of the New EMonj of the French ; containing a 
formal refutation of that fable, so dear to the early 
historians, according to which, the monarchy of France 
was founded by Francos, who arrived in. Gaul after the 
conclusion of the siege of Troy. 

It would bo useless to collect all the instances in 
which this advancing spirit of scepticism now began to 
purge history of its falsehoods. 1 will only mention 
two or three more of those which have occurred in my 
reading. In 1614, De llubis published at Lyons a 
work on the European monarchies ; in which he not 
only attacks the long-establislied belief respecting the 
descent from Francus, hut boldly asserts, that the 
Franks owe their name to their ancient liberties. In 
l(f20, Gomberville, in a dissertation on history, refutes 
many of those idle stories respecting the antiquity of 
the French, which had been universally received until 
his timef^ And, in 1630, Berthanit published at 
Paris the French Florus,’^ in which he completely 
upsets the old method; since he lays it dbwn as a 
fundamental principle, that the origin of the French 
must only be sought for in those countries w'hore they 
were found by the Romans. 

AH these, and similar productions, wore, however, 
entirely eclipsed by Mezeray^s History of France ; the 
first volume of which was published in 1643, and the 
last in 1651..'**®“ It is, perhaps, hardly fair to his 

There is an account of Gomberville in Les Eisionettes 
dt Tallemant des MSaux, vol. viiL pp. 15-19 ^ a singT,tlarly 
curious book, which is, for the seventeenth century, what 
Brantomo is for the sixteenth. I ought to have mentioned 
earlier, the inimitable ridicule with which Rabelais treats the 
habit historians had of tracing the genealogies of their heroes 
Ijaclc to Noah.^ 

264 This work of Berthault’s was, for many years, a text-book 
in the French colleges. Bioo. Univ, vol. iv. p. M7. 

265 The tirfst volume in 1643 : the second in 1646 ; and the last 
in 1651, 
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predecessors, to call him the first general historian of 
France ; but there can be no doubt that his work is 
greatly superior to any that had yet been seen, 'fbe 
style of Mezeray is admirably clear and vigorous, 
rising, at times, to considerable eloquence. Besides 
this, he has two other merits much more imjiortant. 
'I'hese are, an indisposition to believe strange things, 
merely liecause tliey have hitherto been believed ; and 
an inclination to take the side of the people, rather 
than that of their rulers. Of these principles, the 
first was too common among the ablest Frenchmen of 
that time to excite much attention. But the other 
principle enabled Mezeray to advance an important 
step before all his contemporaries. He was tlie first 
Frenchman who, in a great historical work, threw off 
that superstitious reverence for royalty which had long 
troubled the minds of his countrymen, and which, 
indeed, continued to haunt them for another century. 
As a necessary consequence, he was also the first who 
saw that a history, to be of real value, must be a 
history, not only of kings, but of nations. A steady 
perception of this principle led him to incorporate into 
his book matters which, before his time, no one eared 
to study. He communicates all the information he 
could collect respecting the taxes which the people had 
paid ; the suflrerings they had undergone from the 
griping hands of their governors ; their mannei’S, their 
comforts, even the state of the towns which they in- 
habited ; in a word, what affected the interests of the 
French people, as well as what affected the interests of 
the French monarchy. These were the subjects 

266 n The French have now their first general historian, 
Mezeray." Ilallam’s Literaittre of Europe, vol, in. p. 228. 

267 Though it did not prevent him from believing that surhlen 
tompesta, and unusual appearances in tlie heavens, were 
aberrations, duo to supernatural^ interference, and, as such, 
were the prognosticators of political change. 

_ 268 What he did on these subjects is most remarkable, con- 
sidering that some of the beet materials were unknown, and 
in manuscript, and that even De Thou gives scarcely any in- 
formation respecting them ; so that Mezeray had no model. 
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which Mezeray preferred to insignificant details re- 
specting the ]jomp of courts and the lives of kings. 
I'hese \vere the large and comprehensive matters on 
which he loved to dwell, and on which he expatiated ; 
not, indeed, with so much fulness as we could desire, 
but still with a spirit and an accuracy, which entitles 
him to the honour of being the greatest historian 
France produced before the eighteenth century. 

This was, in many respects, the most important 
change which had yet been eifected in the manner of 
writing hi.story. If the plan begun by Mezeray had 
been completed by his successors, we sliould possess 
materials, the absence of wdiich no modern researches 
can possibly compensate. Some things, indeed, we 
should, in that case, have lost. We should know less 
than we now know of courts and of camps. We should 
have heard less of the peerless beauty of French queens, 
and of the dignified presence of French kings. We 
might even have missed some of the links of that 
evidence by which the genealogies of princes and 
nobles are ascertained, and the study of which delights 
the curiosity of antiquaries and heralds. But, on the 
other hand, we should have been able to examine the 
state of the French people during the latter half of the 
seventeenth century ; while, as things now stand, our 
knowledge of them, in that most important period, fe 
inferior in accuracy and in extent to the Icnovdedge we 
possess of some of the most barbarous tribes of the 
eartlx.'^®** If the example of Mezcray had been followed, 
with such additional resources as the progress of aifairs 

209 Those who have studied the French memoirs of the 
seventeenth century, know how little can be found in them 
respecting the condition of the people; while the fullest 
private correspondence, such as the letters of Sevignd and Do 
Maintenon, are equally unsatisfactory. The greater part of 
the evidence now extant has been collected by M. Monteil, in 
Ilia valuable work, lliHoire des divers Etals ; but whoever will 
put all this together, must admit, that we are better informed 
as to the condition of many savage tribes, than we are con- 
cerning the lower ciaases of Franco during the reign of Louis 
XIY. a 


222 HISTORICAL LITERATURE IN FRANCE 


woiild have supplied, we should uot only have the 
means of minutely tracing' the growth of a great and 
civilized nation, but we should have materials that 
would suggest or verify those original principles, the 
discovery of which constitutes the real use of history. 

But this was not to be. Unhappily for the interests 
of knowledge, the march of French civilization was, at 
this period, suddenly checked. Soon after the middle 
of the seventeenth century, that lamentable change took 
place in France, which gave a new turn to the destinies 
of the nation. The reaction which the spirit of inquiry 
underwentj and the social and intellectual circum- 
stances which, by bringing the Fronde to a premature 
<5lose, prepared the way for Louis XIV., have been 
described in a former part of this volume, where I have 
attempted to indicate the general elfects of the disas- 
trous movement. It now remains for me to point out 
how this retrogressive tendency opposed obstacles to 
the improvement of historical literature, and prevented 
authors, not only from relating with honesty y'hat was 
passing around them, but also from understanding 
events which had occurred before their time. 

The most superficial students of French literature must 
be struck by the dearth of historians during that long 
period in which Louis XIV. held the reins of government. 
To this the personal peculiarities of the king greatly 
contributed. His education had been shamefully 
neglected ; and as he never had the energy to repair its 
deficiencies, he ail his life remained ignorant of many 
things 'with which even princes are usually familiar. Of 
the course of past events he knew literally nothing, and 
he took no interest in any history except the history 
of his own exploits. Among a free people, this in- 
difference on the part of the sovereign could never 
have produced injurious re.sults ; indeed, as we have 
already seen, the absence of royal patronage is, in a 
highly civilized country, the most favourable condition 
■of literature. But at the accession of Louis XIV\, the 
liberties of the French were still too young, ami the 
habits of independent thought too recent, to enable 
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them to boar up against that cornbination of the crown 
and tlie churchy which was directed against them. 
Tiie Froncli, becoming every day more servilej at: 
length sunk so loWj that^ by the end of the seveutecutli 
century, they seemed to have lo.st even the wisli oi' 
resistiince. The king, meeting no opposition, endea- 
voured to exercise over the intellect of the country an 
authority equal to that with which he conducted its 
govertnnent. In all the great questions of religion and 
of politics, the spirit of inquiry wa.s stifled, and no man 
was allowed to express an opinion unfavourable to tbo 
existing state of things. As the king was willing to 
endow literature, he naturally thought that he had a 
right to its services. A uthors, who were fed by his hand . 
were not to raise their voices against his policy, lliey 
received his wages, and they were bound to do the bid- 
ding of him who paid them. When Louis assumed the 
governmeutj Mezeray was still living ; though I need 
hardly say that his great work was published before 
this system of protection and patronage came into play, 
The treatment to which he, the great historian of 
France, was now subjected, was a specimen of the. new 
arrangement. He received from the crown a pension of 
four thou.sand francs ; hut when he, in 1368, published 
an ahri<lgment of his H istory,^''® it was intimated to him, 
that some remarks upon the tendency of taxation were 
likely to cause olFence in high quarters. As, however, 
it w'as sooir found that Mezeray was too honest and too 
fearle.ss to retract what he had written, it was deter- 
mined to have recourse to intimidation, and half of his 
pension xvas taken from him. But as this did not pro- 

270 His Ahrigi Qhronologiqut-vim published in 1668, in three 
volume.s ([uarto, Biog. Umv. voL xxviii. p. 510, Le Long 
{liiblkitheque llkionque, vol. iii, p, Ixxxv.) says, that.it was 
only allowed to be published in consequence of a “privilege” 
whioh Moi^eray h.ad formerly obtained But there seems to 
have been some ditficulty, of which these writers are not awaro ; 
for Patin, iu a letter dated Paris, 23 December 1664, speaks of 
it as being then in the press. Lettres de Patin^ voL iii, p. 503. 
It long remained an established school-book. 
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duce a proper effectj another order was issued, which 
deprived him of the remaining' half; and thus early in 
tliis had reign, there was set an example of punishing 
a man for "writing with honesty upon a subject in 
which, of all others, honesty is the first essential,-’’^ 
Such conduct as this, showed what historians were to 
expect from the government of Louis XIV. Several 
years later, the king took another opportunity oi 
displaying the same spirit. Fenelon had been appointed 
preceptor to the grandson of Louis, whose early vices 
hirf firmness and judgment did much to repre,ss. But a 
single circumstance was thought sufficient to outweigh 
the immense service which Fenelon thus rendered to 
tlie royal family, and, if his pupil had come to the 
throne, would have rendered prospectively to the whole 
of France. His celebrated romance, Telemachus^ was 

f ubiished in 1699, as it appears, without his consent, 
'he king suspected that, under the guise of a fiction, 
Fenelon intended to reflect on the conduct of govern- 
ment. It was in vain that the author denied so 
dangerous an imputation. The indignation of the 
king was not to he appeased. He banished Fenelon 
from the court, and would never again admit to his 
presence a man, whom he suspected of even insinuating 
a criticism upon the measures adopted by the adminis- 
tration of the country. 

If the king could, on mere suspicion, thus treat a 
great ivriter, who had the rank of an archbishop and the 
reputation of a saint, it was not likely that he -would 
deal more tenderly with inferior men. In IfJBl, the Abbe 
Frinii, an Italian, then residing at Paris, was induced 
to write a history of Louis XIV. The king, delighted 
ivith the idea of perpetuating his own fame, conferred 
several rewards upon the author; and arrangements 

In 1685 was published at Paris what was called an im- 
proved edition of Mezeray’s History ; that is, an edition from 
which tho honest remarks were expunged. Hampden, who 
knew Mezeray, has recorded an interesting interview he had 
.■ with him in Pains, when the great historian lamented the loss 
of the hhortiea of France. 
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were made tliat the work should he composed in Italian^ 
and immediately translated into French. But when the 
history appeared, there were found in it some circum- 
stances which it was thought ought not to have been 
disclosed. On this account, Louis caused the book to be 
suppressed, the papers of the author to he seized, and 
the author himself to be thrown into the Bastille.^'- 
Those, indeed, were dangerous times for independent 
men ; times when no writer on politics or religion was 
safe, unless he followed the fashion of the day, and 
defended the opinions of the court and the church. 
Ihe king, who had an insatiable thirst for what he 
called glory, laboured to degrade contemporary his- 
torians into mere chroniclers of his own achievements. 
He ordered Racine and Boileau to write an account of 
his reign; he settled a pension upon them, and he 

E romised to supply them with the necessary materials. 

lut even Racine and Boileau, poets though they were, 
knew that they would fail in satisfying his morbid 
vanity ; , they, therefore, received the pension, but 
omitted to compose the work for which the pension 
was conferred. So notorious was the unwillingness of 
able men to meddle with history, that it was thought 
advisable to beat up literary recruits from foreign 
countries. The case of the Abbe Primi has just been 
mentioned ; he was an Italian, and only one year later 
a similar offer was made to an Englishman, In 1683, 
Burnet visited France, and was given to tmderstand 
that he might receive a pension, and that he might 
even enjoy the honour of conversing with Louis him- 
fiolf, provided he would write a history of the royal 
.affiiirs ; .such history, it was carefully a,dded, being on 
the “side" of the French king.^^® 

Tlie.s'o circumstances are related in a latter from Lord 
Preston, date.l Paris, 22ad July 1682, and printed in 
DatrijmpU's Memoirs, pp. 141, 142, appendix to vol. i. The 
account given h 3 '- M. Poignot (Litres cmidamnSs, vol. i. pp. 
52, 53) is incomplete, he being evidently ignorant of the 
exi.stencG of Lord Preston’s letter. 

Burnet relates this with delightful simplicity : ‘ ‘ Other's 
II p 
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Under sueR. circumstances as these, it is no wonder 
that history, so far as its great essentials are concerned, 
should have rapidly declined during the power of 
Louis XIV. It became, as some think, more elegajit ; 
]>iit it certainly became more feeble. The language in 
wliich it was composed was worked with g]-eat care, 
the periods neatly arranged, the epithets soi't and 
harmonious. For that was a polite and obsequious 
age, full of reverence, of duty, and of admiration. In 
liistoi'y, as it was then written, every king was a hero, 
and every bishop was a saint. Ail unpleasant truths 
were suppressed ; nothing harsh or unkind was to be 
told. These docile and submissive sentiments being 
expressed in an easy and flowing style, gave to history 
that air of I’efinement, that gentle, unobtrusive gait, 
which made it popular with the classes that it flattered. 
But even so, while its form was polished, its life was 
• extinct. All its independence was gone, all its honesty, 
all its boldness. The noblest and the most difficult 
department of knowledge, the study of the movements 
of the human race, was abandoned to every timid and 
creeping intellect that cared to cultivate it. There 
were Boulainvilliers, and Daniel, and Maimbourg, and 
Varillas, and Vertot, and numerous others, who in the 
reign of Louis XIV. wei'e believed to be historians; 
but whose histories have scarcely any merit, except 
that of enabling us to appreciate the period in w'hich 
such productions were admired, and the system of 
which they wore the representatives. 

To give a complete view of the decline of historical 
literature in France, from the time of Mezeray until 
early in the eighteenth century, would require a sum- 
mary of every history which was -written; for all of 

more probably thought that the king, hearing I was a winter of 
history, had a mind to engage me to write on his side, i was 
told that a pension would be offered me. But I made no steps 
towards it ; for though I was offered an audience of the king, 

3 excused it, since I could not have the honour to be j.rc.sented 
to that king by the minister of England." Biirwt's Ilistorif of 
my Omi, Times, vol. ii. p. 385. 
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tbeni were pervaded by the same spirit. But, as this 
would occupy much too large a space, it will probably 
be thought sufficient if I confine myself to such illustra- 
tions as will bring the tendency of the age most clearly 
before the reader ; and for tins purpose, I will notice 
the works of two historians 1 have not yet mentioned ; 
one of whom was celebrated as an antiquary, the other 
as a theologian. Both possessed considerable learning, 
and one was a man of undoubted genius ; tlieir works- 
are, therefore, worth attention, as symptoms of the 
state of the French intellect late in the seventeenth 
century. Tlie name of the antiquary was Audigier ; 
the name of the theologian was Bossuet : and from 
them we may learn something respecting the way in 
which, during the reign of Louis XI V., it was usual to 
contemplate the transactions of past ages. 

The celebrated work of Audigier, on the Origin of 
the French, was published at Paris in 1676. It 
would be unjust to deny that the author was a man of 
great and careful reading. But hi.s credulity, his pre- 
judices, his reverence for antiquity, and his dutiful 
admiration for everything established by the church 
and the court, w^arped his judgment to an extent 
which, in our time, seems incredible; and, as there 
are probably few persons in England who have read his 
once famous book, I will give an outline of its leading 
■views. . 

In this great history we are told, that S464 years 
after the creation of the world, and 590 years before 
the birth of Christ, was the exact period at which 
Sigovcse, nephew to tlie king of the Celts, was first sent 
into Germany. Those wdio accompanied him were- 
necessarily travellers ; and as, in the German language, 
viimddn means to go, we have here the origin of the 
'^^'indals.-’'"’ But the antiquity of tlie Vandals i-s far 

“"1 Duriiij? ■many yea.i-s it enjoyed great reputation ; and 
there is no histoiy Vritten in that period respecting ■which 
Le Long gives so many details. 

-'•“s Other antiquaries have adopted the same preposterous, 
etymology. 


228 HISTORICAL LITERATURE IN TRANCE 


surpassed by that of tbe Frencli. Jupiter^ Pluto and 
Neptune, who are sometimes supposed to be gods, 
were in reality kings of Gaul. And, if we look "back 
a little further, it becomes certain that Galius, the 
founder of Gaul, was no other than Noah himself ; for 
in those days the same man frequently had two names. 
As to the subsequent history of the French, it was 
fully equal to the dignity of their origin. Alexander 
the Great, even in all the pride of liis victories, never 
dai’ed to attack the Scythians, who were a colony sent 
from France. It is from these great occupiers of France 
that thei’e have proceeded all the gods of Europe, all 
the fine arts, and all the sciences. The English, them- 
selves are merely a colony of tbe French, as must be 
evident to whoever considers the similarity of the words 
Angles and Anjou, and to this fortunate descent the 
natives of the British Islands are indebted for such 
bravery and politeness as they still possess. Several 
other points are cleared up by this great critic with 
■equal facility. The Salian Franks were so called from 
the rapidity*of their flight, the Bretons were evidently 
Sa.xons, and even the Scotch, about whose independence 
so much' has been said, were vassals to the kings of 
France. Indeed, it is impossible to exaggerate the 
dignitj of the crown of France it is diflicult even to 
conceive its splendour. Some have supposed that the 
•emperors are superior to the kings of France, but this 
is the mistake of ignorant men ; for an emperor means 
a mere military ruler, while the title of king includes 
all the functions of supreme power. To put tlie 
■question, therefore, on its real footing, the great king 
Louis XIV. is an emperor, as have been all his pre- 
decessors, the illustrious rulers of France, for fli'tecn 
centuries. And it is an undoubted fact, that Antichrist, 
about whom so much anxiety is felt, will never hi' 
allowed to appear in the world until the French empire 
has been destroyed. Tins, says Audigicr, it would be 
idle to deny ; for it is asserted by many of the saints, 
and it is distinctly foreshadowed by St I’aul, m his 
second epistle to tfie Thessalonians, 


HISTORICAL LITERATURE IN FRANCE 229 


Strange as all this appears^ there was nothing in it 
to revolt the enlightened age of Louis XIV. Indeed j 
the Frenchj dazzled by the brilliancy of their prince, 
must have felt great interest in learning how superior 
he was to all other potentates, and how he had not 
only been preceded by a long line of emperors, but was 
in. fact an emperor himself. They must have been 
struck with awe at the information communicated by 
Audigier respecting the arrival of Antichrist, and the 
connexion between that important event and the fate 
of the French monarchy. 7'hey must have listened 
with pious Avonder to the illustration of these matters 
from the writings of the fathers, and from the epistle 
to the Thessalouians. All this they would easily 
receive ; because to worship the king, and venerate 
the church, were the two cardinal maxims of that 
age. To obey, and to believe, were the fundamental 
ideas of a period, in which the fine arts did for a time 
flourish — in Avhich the perception of beauty, though 
too fastidious, was undouhtediy keen — in which taste 
and the imagination, in its lower departments, were 
zealously cuftivatcd — but in which, on the other hand, 
originality and independence of thought were extin- 
guislied, "^the greatest and the largest topics were 
iorbiddcn to be discussed, the sciences were almost 
deserted, reforms and innovations were hated, new 
opinions were despised, and their authors punished, 
until at length, the exuberance of genius being tamed 
into 'sterility, the national intellect was .reduced to 
that dull and monotonous level which characterizes 
the last twenty years of the reign of Louis XIV. 

In no instance can we find a better example of this 
reactionary movement, than in the case of Bossuet, 
bishop of Meaux. The success, and indeed the mere 
existence of his work on Universal History, becomes, 
from this point of view, highly instructive. Considered 
by itself, the hook is a painful exhibition of a great 
genius cramped by a superstitious age. But considered 
in reference to the time in which it appeared, it is 
invaluable as a symptom of the French intellect ; since 
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it proves^ that towards the end of the seventeenth 
centuryj one of the most eminent men,, in one of the 
first countries of Europe, could willingly submit to 
a prostration of judgment, and could display a blind 
credulity, of which, in our day, even the feeblest 
minds would be ashamed ; and that this, so far from 
causing scaiidal, or bringing a rebuke on the head of 
the author, was received with universal and unqualified 
applause. Bossuet was a great orator, a consummate 
dialectician, and an accomplished master of those vague 
sublimities by which most men are easily affected. All 
these qualities he, a few years later, employed in the 
2)roduction of what is probably the most formidable 
work ever directed against Protestantism. But when 
he, leaving these matters, entered the vast field of 
history, he could think of no better way of treating 
his new subject, than by following the arbitrary rules 
peculiar to his own profession. His work is an audacious 
attempt to degrade history to a mere handmaid of 
theology. As if, on such matters, doubt were synony- 
mous with crime, he, witliout the slightest hesitation, 
takes everything for granted \vhich the church had 
been accustomed to believe. This enables him to speak 
with perfect confidence respecting events which are 
lost in the remotest antiquity. He knows the exact 
number of years which have elapsed since the moment 
when Cain murdered his brother ; when the deluge 
overwhelmed the world ; and when Abraham was sum- 
moned to his mission. The dates of these, and similar 
occurrences, he fixes with a precision, which might 
almost make us believe that they had taken place in 

278 This is the opinion of Mr Hallam respecting Bossuet’s 
History of the Variations of Protestant Churches. Oo?is(. Hhi. 
vol._ i. p. 486. Attempts have been made by Protestant theo- 
logians to retort against the Catholics the arguments of Bossuet, 
on the ground that religious variations are a necessary con- 
sequence of the honest pursuit of religious truth. V’ith this I 
fully agi'oe ; but it would be easy to show that the argument 
is fata) to ah ecclesiastical systems with strictly defined cj-eods, 
and, thez-eforc, strikes as heavily against the Protestant churches 
as against the Catholic, 
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his own tiinCj if not under his own eyes.®’’’^ It is true^j 
that tiie Hebrew books on which he willingly relied^ 
supply no evidence of the slightest value concerning 
the ciironology e\'en of their own people ; while the 
information they contain respecting other countries, is 
notoriously meagre and unsatisfactory.^"® But so narrow 
were tlie views of Bossuet upon history, that with all 
this he, in las own opinion, had no concern. The text 
of til e Vulgate declared, that these things had happened 
at a parbicular time ; and a number of holy men, calling 
themselves the council of the church, had, in the 
middle of the sixteenth century, pronounced the 
Vulgate to be authentic, and had taken upon them- 
selves to place it above all other versions. This 
theological opinion was accei)ted by Bossuet as an 
historical law ; and thus the decision of a handful of 
cardinals and bishops, in a superstitious and uncritical 
age, is the sole autliority for that early chronology, the 
precision of which is, to an uninformed reader, a matter 
of great admiration.-®® 

In the same way, because Bossuet had been taught 
that the Jews are the chosen people of God, he, under 

‘■“7 Ha says, that if tho ordinarily received dates of the' 
Pentateuch and the Prophets are not true, then the miracles 
must fall, and tho writings themselves ai-e not inspired. 

Units, p. 360. It would be hard to find, oven in the, works of 
Bossuet, a more rash assertion than this. 

Indeed the Jews have no oonseoutive ohronology before 
...Solomon.:' ■ 

"'9 Doing this, as they did everything else, on account, not 
of reason, but of dogma. 

2 sa Theologians have always been remarkabla for the exact- 
ness of their knowledge on subjects respecting which nothing 
is known ; but none of them have surpassed the learned Dr 
Stukeley. Tn 1730, this eminent divine writes; But accord- 
ing to tho calculations I have made of this matter, I find 
God Almighty ordered Noah to get the creatures into tho ark 
on Sunday the 12th of October, tho vary day of the autumnal 
equinox that year ; and on this present day, on tho Sunday 
se’nnight following (the 19th of October), that terrible catas- 
trophe began, the moon being past her third quarter.” Nicitols's 
Illttsiraiio/is qfth-e MigMeenth Century, vol. ii, p. 792. 
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the title of Universal History, almost confines his 
attention to them, and treats this obstinate and 
ignorant race as if they formed the pivot upon which 
the affairs of the universe had been made to turn. 
His idea of an universal history excludes those nations 
who were the first to reach civilization, and to some of 
whom the Hebrews owed the scanty knowledge which 
they subsequently acquired. He says little of the 
Persians, and less of the Egyptians ; nor does he even 
mention that far greater people between the Indus and 
the Ganges, whose philosophy formed one of the 
elements of the school of Alexandria, whose subtle 
speculations anticipated all the efforts of European 
metaphysics, and whose sublime inquiries, conducted 
in their own exquisite language, date from a period 
when the Jews, stained with every variety of crime, 
were a plundering and vagabond tribe, wandering on 
the face of tbe earth, raising tbeir hand against every 
man, and every man raising his hand against them.;^’ 
When he enters the more modern period, he 
allows himself to be governed by the same theo- 
logical prejudices. So contracted" is his view, that 
he considers the whole history of the clnu’ch as the 
history of providential interference ; and he takes no 
notice of the manner in which, contraxy to the 
original scheme, it has been affected by foreign 
events.^“^ Thus, for example, the most important 
fiict relating to the early changes in Christianity, is 
the extent to which its doctrines have been influenced 
by the African form of the Platonic philosophy."'- 
But this, Bossuet never mentions ; nor does he even 

281 The original scheme of Christianity, as stated by its flreat 
Author [Matthew x. 6 and xv. 24), was merely to convert the 

‘ Jews; and if the doctrines of Christ had never extended 

, beyond that ignorant people, they could not have x-eccivad 
those modifications whiafi philosophy imposed upon them. 

282 Meander (£?«<. of the Qhurek, vol. ii. p. 42) even thinks that 
Cerinthus, whose views are remarkable as being the point 
where Gnosticism and Judaism touch each other, borrowed Ixis 
system from Alexandria. But this, though not unlikely, seems 
only to rest on the authority of Theodorct. 
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Lint that any such thing had occurred. It suited his 
views to look upon the eimrch as a perpetual miracle, 
and hcj therefore^ omits the most important event in 
its early history. To descend a little later : every one 
acquainted with the progress of civilization will allow^ 
tliat no small share of it is due to those gleams of light^ 
which, in the midst of surrounding darkness, shot from 
the great centres of Cordova and Bagdad. These, 
however, were the work of Mohammedanism ; and as 
-Bossuet had been taught that Mohammedanism is a 
■ pestilential heresy, he could not bring himself to be- 
lieve that Christian nations had derived anything from 
so corrupt a source. The consequence is, that he say.s 
nothing of that great religion, the noise of which 
has tilled the world ; and having occasion to mention 
its founder, he treats him with scorn, as an im- 
pudent impostor, %vhose pretensions it is hardly fitting, 
;i to notice. The great apostle, who diffused among 
millions of idolaters the sublime verity of one God, is 
i spoken of by Bossuet with supreme contempt ; because 

I, Bossuet, with the true spirit of his profession, could 

1 see nothing to admire in those whose opinions differed 

from his own.**! But when he has occasion to mention 
283 About the time that Bossuet wrote, a very learned writer 
calculated that the ai’ea of the eoxmtriea which professed 
Mohammedanisin, exceeded, by ono-fifth, those where Chris- 
tianity was believed. The estimate of Southey {Vindidw 
Eedesias Anglicaiice, London, 1826, p. 48), is very v.Tg'ue ; but it 
is much easier to j^^dge of the extent of Atohammedan coxmtries 
than of the extent of their iiopulation. On this latter point 
we have the most conflicting statements. In the nineteenth 
century, there are, according to Sharon Turner {Hist, of Eng-- 
land, vol. iii. p. 4S5, edit. 1839), eighty million Mohammedans 
; according to l3r Elliotson [Huvian Physiologg, p. 1055, edit. 184 0), 

•i more than a hundred and twenty-two niilnon ; while, according 

to Mr Wiikin (note in Sir Thomas Broimis WorJes, vol. ii. p. 
37, edit, 183.5), there are a hundred and eighty-eight Tnillion. 

I 234 greatest Mohammedan writers have always expressed 

i(lea.s regarding the Deity more lof^ than those possessed by 
the majoiity of Christians, The Koran contains noble pas- 
sages on the oneness of God ; and for the views of their ordinary 
theologians, I may refer to an interesting Mohammedan 
sermon, in Transactions of the Bombay Soeidy, vol. i. pp, 146-158. 
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Some obscure member of that class to which he himself 
belonged, then it is that he scattei-s his praises with 
boundless profusion. In his scheme of universal his- 
tory, Mohammed is not worthy to play a part. He is 
passed by ; but the truly great man, the man to wlxom 
the human race is really indebted, is — Martin, bishop of 
Tours. He it is, says Bossuet, wdiose unrivalled actions 
filled the universe with his fame, both during his life- 
time and after his death. It is true, that not one edu- 
cated man in fifty has ever heard the name of Martin, 
bishop of Tours. But Martin performed miracles, and 
the church had made him a saint ; his claims, therefore, 
to the attention of historians must be far superior to the 
claims of one who, like Mohammed, was without these 
advantages. Thus it is that, in the opinion of the only 
eminent writer on history during the power of Louis 
XIV., the greatest man Asia has ever produced, and 
one of the greatest the world has ever seen, is con- 
sidered in every way inferior to a mean and ignorant 
monk, whose most important achievement w'as the 
erection of a monastery, and who spent the best part of 
his life in useless solitude, trembling before the super- 
stitious fancies of his weak and ignoble nature. 

Such was the narrow spirit with which the great facts 
of history were contemplated by a writer, who, ■when 
he was confined to his own department, displayed the 
mo.st to-vvering genius. This contracted view was the 
inevitable consequence of his attempt to explain the 
complicated movements of the human race by principles 
which he had generalized from his own inferior .studies. 
Nor need anyone be offended, that, fi-om a .scicntificr 
point of view, I assign to the pursuits of Bossuet a rank 
lower than that in which they are sometimes placed. 
It is certain that religious dogmas do, in many case-S, 
influence the affairs of men. But it is equally certain, 
that as civilization advances, such influence decreases, 
and that even when the power of tho.se dogmas was at 
its height, there were maixy other motives by which the 
action.? of mankind were also governed. And since the 
study of history is the study of the aggregate of these 
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motives, it is evident that history must be superior to 
theology ; just as the whole is superior to a part. A 
neglect of this simple consideration has, with a few 
eminent exceptions, led all ecclesiastical authors into 
serious errors. It has induced in them a disposition 
to disregard the immense variety of external events, 
and to suppose that the course of affairs is regulated by 
some principles which theology alone can detect. This, 
indeed, is only the result of a general law of the mind, 
by which those who have any favourite profession, are 
apt to exaggerate its capacity ; to explain events by its 
maxims, and, as it were, to refract through its medium 
the occurrences of life.-®® Among theologians, how- 
ever, such prejudices are more dangei'ous than in any 
other profession, because among them alone are they 
fortified by that bold assumption of supernatural 
authority on vrhich many of the clergy willingly 
rely. 

These professional prejudices, Tvhen supported by 
theological dogmas, in a reign like that of Louis XIV., 
are sufficient to account for the peculiarities which 
mark the historical work of Bossuet. Besides this, in 
his case, the general tendency was aggravated by 
personal characteristics. His mind was remarkable for 
a haughtiness, which we find constantly breaking out 
into a general contempt for mankind. At the same 
time his amazing eloquence, and the effects which it 
never failed to "produce, seemed to justify the over- 
weening confidence that he felt in his powers. There 
is, indeed, in some of his gi*eatest efforts, so much of 
the fire and majesty of genius, that we are reminded of 
those lofty and btiruing words with which the prophets 
of antiquity thrilled their hearers. Bossuefc, thus 
standing, as he supposed, on an eminence which raised 
him above the ordinary weaknesses of men, loved to 
taunt them with their follies, and to deride every 
aspiration of their genius. E^'erytliing like intellectual 

And then, as M. Charles Comte well says, they call this 
ja-ejudice their moral souse, or their moral instinct. Com/e, 
Traits de Legiduiion, vol. i. p. 116. 
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boldness seemed to gall bis own superiority.®^® It w'as 
this boundless arrogance with which be ^ras 
which gives to his works some of their most marked 
pecxiliarities. It was thiSj that made him strain every 
nerve to abase and vilify those prodigious resources of 
tile human understanding, which are often despised by 
men who are ignorant of them ; hut wdiich in reality 
are so great, that no one has yet ari.sen able to scan 
tiiem in the whole of their gigantic dimensions. It 
was this same contempt for the human intellect, that 
made him deny its capacity to work out for itself the 
epochs through which it has passed ; and, consequently, 
made him recur to tlie dogma of supernatural inter- 
ference. It was this, again, that, in those magnificent 
orations which are among the greatest wonders of 
modern art, caused him to exhaust the language of 
efilogy, not upon intellectual eminence, but upon mere 
military achievements, upon great conquerors, those 
pests and destroyers of men, \vho pass their lives in 
discovering nexv ways of slaying their enemies, and in 
devising new means of aggravating the miseries of the 
world. And, to descend still lower, it was this same 
contempt for the dearest interests of mankind, which 
made him look with reverence upon a king, who con- 
sidered all those interests as nothing ; but who had Lhe 
merit of enslaving the mind of France, and of increas- 
ing the power of that body of men, among whom 
Bossnet himself was the most distinguished. 

In the absence of sufficient evidence I’espeeting the 
general state of the French at the end of the .seven- 
teenth century, it is impossible to ascertain to what 
extent such notions as these had penetrated the 
popular mind. But, looking at the manner in which 
government had bi’oken the spirit of the country, I 
should be inclined to suppose that the opinions of 
Bossnet were very acceptable to his own generation. 
This, however, is a question rather of curiosity than of 
importance ; for only a few years later there appeared 

2S6 Hardly anyone acquainted with thewiiting-sandcho history 
of Bossuet will require evidence of Ids singular arrogance. 


HISTOEICAL LITERATURE IN FRANCE 237 


fche first s7mptoms of that unprecedented movement;, 
which not merely destroyed the political institutions 
of France;, bat effected a greater and more permanent 
revolution in every department of the national intellect. 
At the death of Louis XIV.;, in literature^ as well as in 
politics; in religion, and in morals, everything was ripe 
for reaction. The materials still existing are so ample, 
that it would be possible to trace with considerable 
minuteness the steps of this great process ; but it vp-ill, 
I think; be more agreeable to the general scheme of 
this Introduction, if I pass over some of the intermediate 
links, and confine myself to those salient instances in 
which the spirit of the age is most strikingly portrayed. 

'Fhere is, indeed, something extraordinary in the 
change which, in France, one generation was able to 
effect in the method of writing history. The best way,, 
perhaps, to form an idea of this, will be to compare the 
works of Voltaire with those of Bossuet ; because these 
gi-eat authors were probably the most able, and were 
certainly the most influential, Frenchmen during the 
period tliey respectively represented. The first great 
improvement Avhich we find in Voltaire, as compared 
with Bossuet, is an increased perception of the dignity 
of the human intellect. In addition to the circum- 
stances already noticed, we must remember that the 
reading of Bossuet lay in a direction which prevented 
him from feeling this. He had not studied those 
branches of knowledge where great things have been 
achieved ; but he was very con\'’ersant with the writ- 
ings of the saints and tatWs, whose speculations are 
by no means calculated to give us a high opinion of 
the resources of their own understanding. Thus 
accustomed to contemplate the workings of the mind 
in what is, on the whole, the most puerile literature 
Europe has ever produced, the contempt which Bossuet 
felt for mankind went on increasing ; until it reached 
that inordinate degree which, in his later works, is 
painfully con.spicuous. But Voltaire, who paid no 
attention to such things as these, passed his long life 
in the constant accumulation of real uud ai'aiiable 
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knowledge. His mind was essentially modei*n, .I>e- 
sjasing unsupported authoritVj and heedless of tradition, 
he devoted himself to subjects in which the triumph 
of the human reason is too apparent to be mistaken. 
The more his knowledge advanced, the more he admired 
those vast powers by which the knowledge had been 
created. Hence his admiration for the intellect of man, 
so far from diminishing, grew xvith his growth ; and, 
just in the same proportion, there 'was strengthened 
ins love of humanity, and his dislike to the prejudices 
which had long obscured its hiistory. lliat this, in the 
march of his mind, was the course it actually followed, 
will be evident to anyone who considers the different 
spirit of his works, in reference to the different periods 
of life in which they were produced. 

The ffrst historical work of Voltaire was a life of 
Charles XII., in 1728.^®’’ At this time his knowledge 
was still scanty, and he was still influenced by the 
servile traditions of the preceding generation. It is 
not, therefore, wonderful, that he should express the 
greatest respect for Charles, who, among the admirers 
of military lame, will always preserve a certain reputa- 
tion ; though his only merits are, that he ravaged many 
countries and killed many men. But we find little 
sympathy with his unfortunate subjects, the accumula- 
tions of whose indnsti’y supported the royal armies 
nor is there much pity for those nation.? who were 
oppressed by this great robber in the immense line of 
his conquests from Sweden to l urkey. Indeed, tlie 

iUT saya that he wrote ifc'in 1728. (Euvres de Voltaire, voL 
xxii, p, 5 ; but, according to M. Lepan ( Vie de Voltaire, ji. 282), 
“ ii parut eii 1731. ” Both statements may bo accurate, as Vol- 
taire frequently kept his worb.s for some timo in manu.scripfc. 

‘■288 Sir A. Alison, who certainly mnnot bo accused of want 
of respect for military conquerors, says of Sweden, “the 
attempt which Charles XII. made to engage her in lonur ami 
arduous wars, so completely drained the resources of tim 
eountry, that they did not recover the loss for half a contui'y. "’ 
Bisf. of Jhirope, vol. x. p. 604. Several of the soidiorci of 
Charles XII., who were taken prisoners, were sent into Siberia, 
whore Boll fell in with them early in the eighteenth century. 
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admiration of Voltaire for Charles is unbounded. He 
calls him the most extraordinary maxi the world had 
ever seen : he declai*es him to he a prince full of 
honour ; and while he scai’cely blames his infamoxis 
mui’der of Patkul/®® he relates with evident emotion 
how the royal lunatic at the head of forty servante, 
resisted an entire army.^®“ In the same way^ he says, 
that after the battle of Narva, all the attempts of 
tiharles were unable to prevent medals from being 
struck at )Stockholm in celebration of that event ; 
although Voltaire well knew that a man of such 
extravagant vanity must have been pleased by so 
durable a homage, and although it is quite certain 
that if he had not been pleased, the medals would 
never have been struck : for who would venture, 
without an object, to oiFend, in bis own capital, one of 
the most arbitrary and revengeful of princes ? 

So far, it might appear that little had been gained in 
the method of writing history.®^ But, even thus early, 
we iind one vast improvement. In Voltaire’s life of 
Charles XIL, faulty as it is, there are none of those 
assumptions of supernatural interference in which 
Bossuet delighted, and which were natui-al to the 
reign of Louis XIV., The absence of this marks the 
first great shige in the French school of history in the 
eighteenth century ; and we find the same peculiarity 

289 Which Burke, not without justice, compares to the murder 
of Monaldeaehi by Christina. BurTce's vol.' i. p. 412. 

299 It may interest some persons to bear, that the litter in 
which this madman “ was borne from the battle of Pultava” is 
still preserved at Moscow, Kohl’s Russia, p. 220. 

291 Even some of its geographical details are said to he in- 
accurate, Compare Villtmain, Liiteraiuremi XVIIR jS'wcfejVoL 
ii. p. 33, with Kohl’s Russia, p. 605. However, as M. Villenjain 
says, this must always be the case, when writers, who only 
know a country from maps, attempt to enter into details re- 
specting milittu’v geography. In regard to style, it cannot be 
too highly praised ; and a well-known critic, Laoretelle, calls it 
“le model e lo plus accompli de narration qui existe dans notre 
langue.” Lacretdle, Rixhuiiiims Biecle, vol. ii. p. 42. In 1843 
it. was still u.sed as a text-book in the Inmoh royal colleges. 
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in all the subsequent historians^ none of whom re- 
curred to a method, which, though suitable for the 
purposes of theologians, is fatal to all independent 
inquiries, since it not only prescribes the course the 
inquirer is bound to take, but actually sets up a limit 
beyond which he is forbidden to proceed. 

That Voltaire should have infringed upon this ancient 
method only thirteen years after the deatli of Louis 
XIV., and that he should have done this in a popular 
work, abounding with such dangerous adventures as 
are always found to tempt the mind to an opposite 
course, is a step of no common merit, and becomes 
still more worthy of remark, if taken in conne.x'ion 
with another fact of considerable interest. 'I'his is, 
that the life of Charles XII. represents the first epoclu 
not only in the eighteenth century, but also in the 
intellect of Voltaire himself. ^^2 After it was published, 
this great man turned a while from history, and 
directed his attention to some of the noblest subjects : 
to mathematics, to physics, to jurisprudence, to the 
discoveries of Newton, and to the speculations of 
Locke. In these things he perceived those capabilities 
of the human mind, which his own country had formerly 
witnessed, but of which, during the authority of Louis 
XIV. the memory had been almost lost. Then it wa.s 
that, with extended knowledge and sharpened intellect, 
he returned to the great field of history. The 
manner in which he now treated his old subject, 
showed the change that had come over him. In 17.32, 
appeared his celebrated work on Louis XIV.,"®^ the 
very title of wbich is .suggestive of the proct??s tlu-ough 
which his mind had passed. His former history was 

293 It is evident, from Voltawe’s correspondenec, that Lo 
afterwards became somewhat ashamed of the praises he had 
bestowed on Charles XlL 

393 In 1741, he mentions his increasing love of history. 

294 Lord Brougham, in his life of Voltaire, sais that it ap- 
peared in 1751. Lives of Men ofLefiers, vol. i. p, iOfj. But 1752 
is the date given in Bw^. Vniv. xlix, 478 ; in Quemnl, Frame 
Lit. vol, X. p. 355 ; and in leepm, Vie de Voltaire, p. 3S2. 
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an account of a king- ; this is an account of an age. 
To the production of bis youth he gave the title of 
a Eifitory of Gharlcs XIL ", this he called the Age of 
Loms XIV. Before^ he had detailed the peculiarities 
of a prince ; now, he considered the movements of a 
people. Indeed^ in the introduction to the u'ork^ he 
a.nnounce.s his intention to describe^ not the actions 
of a single man_, hut the character of men." Nor^, in 
this point of view, is the execution inferior to the 
design. HTiile he is contented wi th giving a summary 
of military achievements j on which Bossuet hung with 
delight^ he enters at great length into those really im- 
portant matters xvhich^ before his time, found no place 
in the history of France, He has one chapter on com- 
merce and internal government ; another chapter on 
finances ; another on the history of science ; and three 
chapters on the progress of the fine arts. And though 
Voltaire did not attach much value to theological dis- 
putes, still he knew that they have often played a great 
part in the affairs of men ; he, therefore, gives several 
distinct chapters to a relation of ecclesiastical matters 
during the reign of Louis, It is hai'diy necessaiy to 
observe the immense superiority which a scheme like 
this possessed, not only over the narrow views of 
Bossuet, but even over his own earlier history. Still 
it cannot be denied, that we find in it prejudices from ' 
which it was difficult for a Frenchman, educated in the 
reign of Louis XVI. , to be entirely free. Not only does 
Voltaire dwell at needless length upon those amuse- 
ments and debaucheries of Louis, with which history 
can have little concern, but he displays an evident 
disposition to favour the king himself, and to protect 
Ins name from the infamy with which it ought to be 
covered. 

But the next work of Voltaire showed that this was 
a mere personal feeling, and did not affect his general 

295 disposition to favour Louis XIV. is notioed by 
CJoiidorcct, who says it was the only early prejudice which 
Voltaire was unable to shako off ; “ o’est le saul prdjugd do sa 
jeuuosse qu’il ait oonsorv^," Gondfyrcet, Vie de Voltaire, in 
II 0 
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views as to the part which the acts of princes ought to 
occupy in history. Four years after the appearance of 
the Age of Louis XVL, he published his important 
treatise on the Morals, Manners, and Character of 
Nations . Ihis is not only one of the greatest books 
which appeared durhig the eighteenth century, hut it 
still remains the best on the subject to which it refers. 
The mere reading it displays is immense;-®^ what, 
however, is far more admirable, is the skill with which 
the author connects the various facts, and makes them 
illustrate each other, sometimes by a single remark, 
sometimes only by the order and position in which 
they are placed. Indeed, considered solely as a work 
of art, it would be difficult to praise it too highly ; 
while, as a symptom of the times, it is impoi-tant to 
observe, that it contains no traces of that adulation of 
royalty which characterized V'oltaire in the period of 
his youth, and which is found in all the best waiters 
during the power of Louis XIV. In the whole of this 
long and important work, the great historian takes 
CEmres de Voltaire, vol. i. p. 286. It is interesting to observe, 
that Voltaire’s earlier opinions were still more favourable to 
Louis XIV. than those which he afterwards expressed in his 
liistory. 

Mr Burton, in his interesting work. Life and Correspond' 
mceof Eume, vol. ii. p. 129, says it was “first published in 
1756 ; ” and the same date is given by Qu^rard (France 
LitUraire, vol. x. p. 359), who is a very accurate bibliographer ; 
so that Condorcet (Vie de Voltaire, p. 199) and Lord Brougham 
(Men of Letters, vol. i. p. 98) are probably in error in assign- 
ing it to 1757. In regard to its title, I translate ‘ Mosurs’ as 
‘ morals and manners ’ ; for M. Tocqueville uses " niceurs ’ as 
equivalent to the Latin word 'mores.’ Tocqiieville, Dermcratie 
en Arnirique, ral. Hi. pp. 50, Si. 

^ Superficial writers are so much in the habit of calling 
Voltaire superficial, that it may be well to obseiwe, that his 
accuracy has been praised, not only by bis own countrymen, 
but by several English authors of admitted learning. ' Even 
Sir W . Jones, in' his preface to tho Life of N^ader Shah, 
says, that Voltaire is “the best historian’’ the French 
have produced. TFbris of Sir William Jones, vol. y. p. 542 : 
compare the preface to his Persian Grammar, in Works, vol. 
ii. p. 123. 
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little notice of the intrigues of courts, or of the 
changes of ministers, or of the fate of kings ; but he 
endeavours to discover and develop the different epochs 
through which Man has successively passed. “ I ■wish,’^ 
he says, “ to mute a history, not of wars, but of society ; 
and to ascertain how men lived in the interior of their 
families, and what were the arts which they commonly 
cultivated.” For, he adds, my object is the history 
I of the human mind, and not a mere detail of petty 

; facts ,■ nor am I concerned with the history of great 

lords, who made war upon French kings ; but I want 
to know what were the steps by which men passed from 
barbarism to civilization.” 

It was in this way, that Voltaire taught historians to 
concentrate their attention on matters of real import- 
j ance, and to neglect those idle details with which 

' history had formerly been filled. But what proves 

' this to he a movement arising as much from the spirit 

. of the age as from the individual author, is, that we 

find precisely the same tendency in the works of 
i Montesquiezi and Turgot, who were certainly the two 

I most eminent of the contemporaries of Voltaire ; and 

both of whom followed a method similar to his, in so 
far as, omitting descriptions of kings, courts, and 
I battles, they confined themselves to points which 

I illustrate the character of mankind, and the general 

! march of civilization. And such was the popularity 

I of this change in the old routine, that its influence 

1 was felt by other historians of inferior, hut still of 

I considerable, ability. In 1765, Mallet"®* published his 

I interesting, and, at the time it was written, most 

valuable work, on the history of Denmark ; in which 
j he professes himself a pupil of the new school. “ For 

j why," he says, ‘^‘‘should history he only a recital of 

I battles, sieges, intrigues, and negotiations ? And why 

j Mallet, though, born in Geneva, was a Frenchman in the 

I habits of his mind : he wrote in French, and is classed among 

! French historians, in the report presented to Napoleon hj 

{ the Institut. Bader, Rappm't sur les Progres de L’Midoire, 

! p. 173. 
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should it contain merely a heap of petty facts and 
dateSj rather than a great picture of tlie opinions^ 
customs,, and even inclinations of a people?” Thus 
toOj in l765j, Mably published the lirst part of his 
celebrated work on the history of France ; in the 
preface to which j he complains that historians ‘'•'havo 
neglected the origin of laws and customs, in favour of 
sieges and battles.” In the same spirit, Veily and 
Villaret, in their voluminous history of Fraiice, ex- 
press regret that historians should usually relate what 
happens to the sovereign, in preference to what happens 
to the people, and should omit the manners and charac- 
teristics of a nation, in order to study the acts of a single 
man. Duclos, again, announces that his history is not 
of war, nor of politics, but of men and manners : while, 
strange to say, even the courtly Henault declares that 
his object was to describe laws and manners, which he 
calls the soul of history, or rather history itself. 

Thus it was, that historians began to shift, as it 
-were, the scene of their labours, and to study subjects 
connected with those popular interests, on which the 
great writers under Louis XIV. disdained to waste a 
thought. I need hardly observe, how agreeable such 
views were to the general spirit of the eighteenth- 
century, and how well they harmonised with the 
temper of men, who were striving to lay aside their 
former prejudices, and despise what had once been 
universally admired. All this was but part of that 
vast movement, w^hich prepared the way for the Re\"o- 
lution, by unsettling ancient opinions, by encoiiragiiig 
a certain" mobility and restlessness of mind, and, above 
all, by the disrespect it showed for those po'iverfui 
individuals, hitherto regarded as gods rather than as 
men, but who now, for the first time, were neg-leeted 
by the greatest and most popular historians, who jtasserl 
over even their prominent actions, in order to dwell 
upon the welfare of nations, and the interests of the 
people at large. 

299 Tilo first two volumes were published in 1765; the other 
two in 1790. Biog. Vniv. vol. xxvi. pp. 9, 12. 
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To return, however, to what was actually effected by 
’^"oltaire, there is no doubt that, in his case, this 
tendency of the time was strengthened by a natural 
comprehensiveness of mind, which predisposed him to 
large \'iews, and made him dissatisfied with that narrow 
range to which history had been hitherto confined. 
U'lifitever may be thought of the other qualities of 
^"oltaire, it must he allowed that, in hi.s intellect, 
everything was on a great scale. Always prepared for 
thought, and always ready to generalize, he was averse 
to the study of individual actions, unless they could be 
made available for the establishment of some broad and 
permanent prixiciple. Hence his habit of looking at 
history with a view to the .stages through which the 
country had passed, rather than with a view to the 
character of the men by whom the country had been 
governed. The same tendency appears in his lighter 
works ; and it has been well observed, that, even in 
his dramas, he endeavours to portray, not .so much the 
passions of individuals, as the spirit of epochs. In 
Mahomet, his subject is a great religion ; in Alaire, the 
conquest of America ; in Brutus, the formation of the 
Roman power ; in the Death of Oossar, the rise of the 
empire upon the ruins of that power. 

By this determination to look upon the course of 
events as a great and connected whole, Voltaire was led 
to several results, which have been complacently 
adopted by many authors, who, even while using them, 
revile him from whom they were taken. He was the 
first historian who, rejecting the ordinary method of 
investigation, endeavoured, by large general views, to 

;ioo surprising versatility of Voltaire’s mind is shown by 
the fact, imparahelod in literature, that he was equally great 
as a dramatic writer and as an historian. Mr Forster, in his 
admirable Lfe, of Qoidsmith, 1854, says (vol. i. p. 119), “ Gray's 
high opinion of Voltaire’s tragedies is shared by one of oiu- 
greatest authorities on such a matter now living, Sir Edward 
Buhver Lyfcton, whom I have often heard maintain the marked 
superiority of Voltahe over all his countrymen in the know- 
ledge of dranaatic art, and the power of producing theatrical 
effects.” 
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explain the origin of feudality ; and^ by indicating 
some of the causes of its decline in the fourteenth 
century, he laid the foundation of a philosophic esti- 
mate of that important institution.®^^ He was the 
author of a profound remark, afterwards adopted by 
Constant, to the effect, that licentious religious 
ceremonies have no connexion with licentious national 
morals. Another observation of his, which has been 
only partly used by writers on ecclesiastical history, is 
pregnant with instruction. He says, tliat one of the 
reasons why the bishops of Rome acquired an authority 
so superior to that of the eastern patriarchs, was the 
greater subtlety of the Greek raiiid. Neaidy all the 
heresies proceeded from the east ; and, with the excep- 
tion of Hoiiorius I. , not a single pope adopted a system 
condemned by the church. This gave to the papal 
power an unity and consolidation, which the patriarchal 
power was unable to reach ; and thus the Holy See 
owes part of its authority to the early duluess of the 
European fancy. 

It would be impossible to relate all the original 
remarks of Voltaire, which, when he made them, were 
attacked as dangerous paradoxes, and are now valued 
as sober truths. He was the first historian who recom- 
mended universal freedom of trade ; and, although he 

801 During tho eighteenth century, and, I may say, until the 
publication in ISIS of Hallam’s MvJdh Agts, there ’was in the 
English language no comprehensive account of the feudal 
system ; unless, perhaps, we except that given by Robertson, 
who in this, as in many other matters of histor 3 % was a pupil of 
Voltaire. Not only Dalrymple, and writers of his kind, but 
even Blackstone, took so naiTow a view of this groat in-stitution, 
that they were unable to connect it with the general state of 
society to which it belonged. Some of our historians gi-avely 
traced it back to Mo.ses, in whose laws they found the origin 
of allodia] lamls. 

808 Neander observes, that in the Greek church there were 
more heresies than in the Latin church, because the Greeks 
thought more ; but he has failed to perceive how this favoured 
the authority of the popes. Nm,nde.r's. Uist. of ike Church, vol. ii. 
pp. 198, 199, vol. iii. pp. 191, 492, vol. iv. p, 90, vol. vi. p. 293, 
vbl viii. p. 257. 
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expresses liimself witli great caution ^ still the mere 
announcement of the idea in a popular history, forms 
an epoch in the progress of the French mind. He is 
the originator of that important distinction between 
the increase of population and the increase of food, to 
xvhich political economy has been greatly indebted 
a principle adopted several years later by Townsend, 
and then used by Malthus as the basis of his celebrated 
work.®'’^ He has, moreover, the merit of being the 
first who dispelled the childish admiration with which 
the Middle Ages had been hitherto regarded, and 
which they owed to those dull and learned writers, 
who, in tlie sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, were 
the principal investigators of the early history of 
Europe. Ihese industrious compilers had collected 
extensive materials which Voltaire turned to good 
account, and by their aid overthrew the conclusions at 
■which the authors had themselves arrived. In his 
works, the Middle Ages are, for the first time, repre- 
sented as what they really were — a period of ignorance, 
ferocity, and licentiousness ; a period when injuries 
were unredressed, crime unpunished, and superstition 
unrehuked. It may be said, with some show of justice, 
that Voltaire, in the picture he drew, fell into the 
opposite extreme, and did not sufficiently recognize 
the merit of those truly great men, who, at long inter- 

303 “The idea of the dilEerent ratios by which population and 
food increase, was originally thrown out by Voltaire; and 
was picked up and expanded into many a goodly volume by 
our English political economists in the ' .present century.” 
Aam/Z’s second series, p. 42. 

304 Tt is often said that Malthus was indebted to Townsend’s 
•writings for his -views on population ; but this obligation has 
been too strongly stated, as, indeed, is always the case when 
charges of plagiarism are brought against great works. Still, 
Townsend is to be considered as the precursor of Malthus ; and 
if the reader is interested in tracing the paternity of ideas, he 
will find some interesting economical remarks in Townsend's 
Journey throuyh Spain, vol. i. pp. 379, 383, voL ii. pp. 85, 337, 
387-r393 ; which must be compared ■with McCulloch's Liierature 
of Political Economy, pp. 259, 281-3. 
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] valsj stood here and there, like solitary beacons, whose 

i light only made the surrounding darkness more visible, 

j Still, after every allowance for that exaggeration which 

a reaction of opinions always causes, it is certain that 
i' his view of the Middle Ages is not only far more ac- 

i curate than that of any preceding writer, but conveys 

! a much juster idea of the time than can he found in 

those subsequent compilations which we owe to the 
industry of modern antiquaries ; a simple and plodding 
race, who admire the past because they are ignox’ant of 
the present, and who, spending their lives amid the dust 
of forgotten manuscripts, think themselves able, with the 
resources of their little learning, to speculate on the 
affairs of men, to trace the history of different periods, 
and even to assign to each the praise it ought to receive. 

With such xvriters as these, Voltaire xvas always at 
war ; and no one has done so much to lessen the influ- 
ence they once exercised over even the highest branches 
of knowledge. There was also another class of dic- 
tators, whose authority this great man was equally 
successful in reducing, namely, the old class of clas- 
sical scholars and commentators, who, from the middle 
of the fourteenth till early in the eighteenth century, 
were the chief dispensers of fame, and were respected: 
as being by far the most distinguished men Europe had 
t ever produced. The first great assaults made upon 
^ them were late in the seventeenth centurj", when two 
controversies sprung up, of which I shall hereafter 
give an account — one in France, and one in England — 
% both of which their power was considerably damaged. 
But their two most formidable opponents were, un- 
doubtedly, Locke and Voltaire. The immense services 
rendered by Locke in lessening the reputation of the 
old classical school, will he examined in another part 
. of this work ; at present we are only concerned w'ith 
the steps taken by Voltaire. 

' The authority wielded by the great classical scholars, 

' rested not only on their abilities, which are undeniable, 
but also on the supposed dignity of th eir pursuits. It xvas 
generally believed that ancient history possessed some 
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inliereut superiority over modern history ; and this 
being tfiken for granted, the inference naturally fol- 
lowed, that the cultivators of the one were moi'e 
praiseworthy than the cultivators . of the other ; and 
that a Fretichman, for instance, wlio should write 
the history of some Greek republic, disjdayed a nobler 
turn of mind than if he had written the history of his 
own country. This singular prejudice had for centuries 
been a traditional notion ; which men accepted, because 
they had received it from their fathers, and which it 
w'ouid have been almost an impiety to dispute. The 
result was, that the few really able writers on history 
devoted themselves chiefly to that of the ancients ; 
or, if they published an account of modern times, 
they handled their theme, not according to modern 
ideas, but according to ideas gathered from their more 
favourite pursuit. This confusion of the standard of 
one age with the standard of another, caused a double 
evil. Historians, by adopting this plan, injured the 
originality of their own minds ; and, what was far 
worse, they set a bad example to tlie literature of 
their country. For, every great nation has a mode 
of expression and of thought, peculiar to itself, and 
with which its sympathies are intimately connected. 
To introduce any foreign model, however admirable it 
may he, is to violate this connexion, and to impair the 
value of literature by limiting the scope of its action. 
By such a course, the taste may possibly be refined, 
but the vigour will certainly be weakened. In- 
deed, the refinement of the taste may well he doubted, 
when we see what has taken place in our country, where 
our great scholars have corrupted the English language 
by a jargon so uncouth, that a plain man can hardly 
discern the real lack of ideas which their barbarous and 
mottled dialect strives to hide.®®® At all events, it is 

805 'With the single oxeoption of Porsoh, not one of the great 
English scholars has shown an appreoiataon of the beauties of 
Ms native language ; and many of them, such as Parr (in all 
his works) and Bentley (in his mad edition of Milton), have done 
everything in their power to corrupt it. And there can be little 
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certain, that eveiy people worthy of being called a 
nation, possess in their own language ample resources 
for expressing the highest ideas they are able to form ; 
and although, in matters of science, it may be con- 
venient to coin such words as are more easily under- 
stood in foreign countries, it is a grave olfence to depart 
on other subjects from the vernacular speech ; and it 
is a still graver one, to introduce notions and standards 
for action, suited perliaps to former times, but which 
the march of society has left far beliind, and with which 
we have no real sympathy, though they may excite 
that sickly and artificial interest, which the classical 
prejudices of early education still contrive to create. 

It was against these evils that Voltaire entered the 
field. The wit and the ridicule with which he attacked 
the dreaming scholars of his own time, can only be ap- 
preciated by those who have studied his works. Not, 
as some have supposed, that he used these weapons as 
a substitute for argument, still less that he fell into 
the error of making ridicule a test for truth. No one 
could reason more closely than Voltaire, when reason- 
ing suited his purpose. But he had to deal with men 
impervious to argument ; men whose inordinate rever- 
ence for antiquity had only left them t;vo ideas, namely, 
that ever}’thing old is right, and that everything new 
is wrong. To argue against these opinions would he 
idle indeed ; the only other resource was, to make them 
ridiculous, and weaken their influence, by holding up 

doubt, that the principal reason why well-educated women v/rite 
and converse in a purer style than v.'ell-educated man, is because 
they have not formed their taste according to those ancient 
classical standards, which, admirable as they are in themselves, 
should never be introduced into a state of society unfitted for 
them. To this may be added, that Cobbett, the most racy and 
idiomatic of all our writers, and Erskine, by far the greatest 
of our forensic orators, knew little or nothing of any ancient 
language ; and the same observation applies to Shakespeare. 
On the supposed connexion between the improvement of taste 
and the study of classical models, there are some re marks worth 
attending to in Jiev’s ThUrk et Pratique de la Scieiice Sociak, 
vol, i. pp. 98-101. 
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their authors bo contempt. TTiis was one of the tasks 
Voltaire set himself to perform ; and he did it well.®““ 
Ilej therefore^ used ridicule^ not as the test of truth, 
but as the scourge of folly. And ndth such effect was 
the punishment administered, that not only did the 
pedants and theologians of his own time winco under 
the lash, but even their successors feel their ears tingle 
when they read his biting words ; and they irevenge 
themselves by reviling the memory of that great wTiter, 
whose works are as a thorn in their side, and whose 
very name they hold in undisguised abhorrence. 

These two classes have, indeed, reasons enough for 
the hatred with which they still regard the greatest 
Frenchman of the eighteenth century. For, Voltaire 
did more than any other man to sap the foundation of 
ecclesiastical power, and to destroy the supremacy of 
classical studies. This is not the place for discussing 
the theological opinions which he attacked ; but of the 
state of classical opinions an idea may be formed, by 
considering some of those circumstances which wore 
recorded by the ancients respecting their history, and 
which, until the appearance of Voltaire, were implicitly 
believed by modern scholars, and through them by the 
people at large. 

It was believed that, in ancient times. Mars ravished 
a virgin, and that the offspring of the intrigue v?ere no 
other than Romulus and Remus, both of whom it was 
intended to put to death ; but they were fortunately 
saved by the attentions of a she-wolf and a woodpecker ; 
the wolf giving them suck, and the woodpecker pro-, 
tecting them from insects. It was moreover, believed 

SO 0 “ \Y 0 can best judge from the Jesuitical rage with which 
he was persecuted, how admirably he had delineated the weak- 
nesses and presumption of the interpreters of the ancients, who 
shone in the schools and academies, and had acquired great 
reputation by their various and copiously exhibited learning.” 
Sehlosser’s EighUtnth Century, vol. i. p. 120. At p. 270, M. 
Schlosser say.s, “And it was only a man of Voltaire’s wit and 
tiilents, who could throw the light of an entirely new criticism 
upon the darkness of those grubbing and collecting pedants." 
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that Romulus and Remus, when grown up to man’s 
estate, determined to build a city, aiid that, being 
joined by the descendants of the Trojaii warriors, they 
succeeded in erecting Rome. It was believed that both 
brotiiers came to an untimely end ; Remus being 
murdered, and Romulus being taken up to heaven 
by his father, who descended for that purpose in the 
midst of a temjjest. The great scholars then pro- 
ceeded to relate the succession of several other kings ; 
the most remarkable of whom xva.s Numa, whose only 
communications witli his wife were carried on in a sacred 
grove. Another of the sovereigns of Rome was Tullus 
HostiiiuSj who, having offended the clergy, perished 
from the effects of their anger ; his death being caused 
by lightning, and preceded by pestilence. Then again, 
there was one Servius Tullius, who was also a king, 
and whose greatness was prognosticated by the appeai- 
ance of flames round his head as he was sleeping in his 
cradle. After this, it was but a slight matter that the 
ordinary laws of mortality should be suspended ; we 
were, therefore, assured that those ignorant bai'barians, 
the early Romans, passed two hundred and forty-five 
years under the government of only seven kings, all 
of whom were elected in the prime of life, one of whom 
was expelled the city, and three of whom were put to 
death. 

These are a few ot the idle stories in which the great 
‘ scholars took intense delight, and which, during many 
.centuries, were supposed to form a necessary part of 
the annals of the Latin empire. Indeed, so universal 
was the credulity, that, until they were destroyed by 
Voltaire, there were only four writers who had ven- 
tured openly to attack them. Ciuverius, Pci'i^onius, 
Pouiily, and Beaufort, were the names of these hold 
innovators ; but by none of them was any impression 
made on the public mind. The works of Ciuverius 
and Perkonius, being composed in Latin, were addressed 
entirely to a class of readers who, infatuated with a love 
^ of antiquity, would listen to nothing that diminished 
the reputation of its history. Pouiily and Beaufort 
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wrote in French : both of them^ and especially Beaufort^ 
were men of considerable ability ; but their po-wers 
were not versatile enough to enable , them to extirpate 
prejudices which were so strongly protected^ and which 
had been fostered by the education of many successive 
generations. 

The service, therefore, rendered by Voltaire in 
purging history of these foolish conceits, is, not that 
he was the first by whom they were attacked, but that 
he was the first to attack them with success ; and this 
because he was also the first who mingled ridicule with 
argument, thus not only assailing the system, but also 
W'eakening the authority of those by whom the system 
was supported. His irony, his wit, his pungent and 
telling sarcasms, produced more effect than the gi‘avest 
ax-guments could have done ; and there can he no 
doubt that he was fully justified in using those great 
resources with which nature had endo\ved him, since by 
their aid he advanced the interests of truth, and relieved 
men from some of their most inveterate prejudices. 

It i.s not, however, to be supposed that ridicule was 
the only means employed by Voltaire in effecting this 
important object. So far from that, I can say with 
coniidenee, after a careful comparison of both writers, 
that the most decisive arguments advanced by Niebuhr 
against the early history of Rome, had all been antici- 
pated by Voltaire ; in whose works they may bo found, 
by whoever will take the trouble of reading what this 
great man has written, instead of ignorantly railing 
against him. Without entering into needless detail, 
it is enough to mention that, amidst a great variety 
of very ingenious and very learned discussion, Niebuhr 
has put forward several views with which later critics 
Lave been dissatisfied ; but that there are three, and 
only three, principles which are fundamental to his 
history, and which it is impossible to refute. These 
are : — I. That, on account of the inevitable inter- 
mixture of fable essential to a rude people, no nation 
can possess trustworthy details respecting its own 
origin. IL That even such early documents as the 
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Romans might have possessed, had been destroyed 
before they were incorporated into a regular history. 
III. That ceremonies established in honour of certain 
events alleged to have taken place in former times , were 
a proof, not that the events had happened, but that 
they were believed to have happened. The whole 
fabric of the early liistory of Rome at once fell to 
pieces, as soon as these three principles were applied 
to it. What, however, is most remarkable, is, that 
not only are all three laid down by Voltaire, but tboir 
bearing upon Roman bistory is distinctly shown. He 
says that no nation is acquainted with ite own origin ; 
so that all primitive history is necessarily an invention. 
He remarks, that since even such historical works as 
the Romans once possessed, were all destroyed when 
their city was burned, no confidence can be placed in 
the accounts which, at a much later period, are given 
by Livy and other compilers. And, as innumerable 
scholars busied themselves in collecting evidence 
respecting ceremonies instituted in celebration of 
certain events, and then appealed to the evidence in 
order to prove the events, Voltaire makes a reflection 
which now seems very obvious, but which these learned 
men had entirely overlooked. He notices, that their 
labour is bootless, because the date of the evidence is, 
with extremely few exceptions, much later than the 
date of the event to which it refers. In such cases, 
the existence of a festival, or of a monument, proves, 
indeed, the belief which men entertain, but by no 
means proves the reality of the occurrence concerning 
which the belief is held. This simple, but important 
maxim is, even in our own days, constantly lost sight 
of, while before the eighteenth cenriiry it was univer- 
sally neglected. Hence it was that historians were 
able to accumulate fables which were believed without 
examination ; it being altogether forgotten that fables, 
as Voltaire says, begin to be current in one generation, 
are esbiblisbed in the second, become respectable in 
the third, while in the fourth generation temples are 
raised in honour of them. 
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I have been the more particular in stating the 
immense obligations history is under to Voltaire^ 
because in England there exists against him a jmeju- 
dicc, which nothing but ignorance, or something worse 
tlum ignorance, can excuse ; and because, taking 
him on the whole, he is probably the greatest historian 
Europe has yet produced. In reference, however, to 
the mental habits of tlie eighteenth century, it is 
important to show, that in the same period similar 
comprehensiveness was being displayed by other 
French historians ; so that in this case, as in all others, 
we shall find that a large share of what is effected, even 
by the most eminent men, is due to the character of 
the age in which they live. 

The vast labours of Voltaire towards reforming the 
old method of writing history, were greatly aided by 
those important works which Montesquieu put forward 
during the same period. In 1734, this remarkable 
man published what may he truly called the first hook 
in which there can he found any information concern- 
ing the real history of Rome ; because it is also the 
first in which the affairs of the ancient world are 
treated in a large and comprehensive spirit. Four- 

Jn this ease, as in many others, ignorance has heen 
fortified by bigotry; for, as Lord Campbell truly says of 
Voltaire, “since the French Revolution, an indiscrirninafa 
abuse of this author has been in England the test of orthodoxy 
and loyalty,” OampbeWa Chief -Justices, vol. ii. p. 335, Indeed, 
so extensively has the public mind been prejudiced against this • 
great man, that, until a very few years ago, when_ Lord 
Brougham published a life of him, there was no book in the 
English language containing even a tolerable account of one of 
the most infiuential writers Franco has produced. This work 
of Lord Brougham’s, though a middling performance, is at 
least an honest one, and, as it harmonizes with the^ general 
spirit of our time, it has probably bad considerable weight. In 
it ha says of Voltaire, “nor can anyone since the days of 
Luther be named, to whom the spirit of free inquiry, nay, the 
emancipation of the human mind from .spiritual tyranny, owes 
a more lasting debt of gratitude.” — Brougham’ a Lfeof Voltaire, 
p. 132. 

Before Montesquieu, the only two great thinkers who had 


' 256 HISTORICAL LITERATURE IN FRANCE 


teen years later^ there appeared^ by the same author, 
the Spirit of Laws’, a more famrms production, bat, as 
it seems to me, not a greater one. The immense merit 
of the Spirit of Laws is, indeed, incontestable, and 
cannot be afFected by the captious attempts made to 
diminish it by those minute critics, who seem to think 
that when tliey detect the occasional errors of a great 
man, they in .some degree reduce him to their own 
level. It is not such petty cavilling which can destroy 
an European reputation ; and the noble work of Mon- 
tesquieu will long survive aU attack,? of this kmd, 
because its large and suggestive generalizations would 
retain their value even if the particular facts of which 
the illustrations consist were all unfounded.^® Still, J 
am inclined to believe, that in point of original thought 
it is barely equal to his earlier work, though it is 
unquestionably the fruit of much greater reading. 
Without, however, instituting a comparison hetvreen 
them, our present object is merely to consider the con- 
tributions they jointly contain towards a right under- 
standing of history, and the way in which tho.se 
contributions are connected with the general spirit of 
the eighteenth century. 

In this point of view, there ai*e, in the works of 
Montesquieu, txvo leading peculiarities. The first is, 
the complete rejection of those personal anecdotes, and 
those trivial details re.specting individuals, which 
belong to biography, but with which, as Montesquieu 

really studied Roman history were Maechiavelli and Vico : but 
Macchiavelli did not attempt anything approaching the 
generalizations of Montesquieu, and he suffered, moreover, 
from the serious deficiency of being too much oceupiad with 
the practical utility of his subject. Vko, who.se genius was 
perhaps oven more vast than that of Montesquieu, can hardly 
be considered his rival ; for, though his Scienca Nuom contains 
the most profound views on ancient history, tliey are rather 
glimpses of truth, than a systematic investigation of any 
vone .'..period. ■. 

®9 Which M. Guizot {CivUisa^ion eii France, vol. iv. p. 3G), in 
his remarks on the Eqmi des Lois, does not take suifioieatly 
into consideration. 
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o.loariy saw, history has no concern. The other 
peculiarity is, the very remarkable attempt- which he 
lirst made to effect an union between the history of 
man and those sciences which deal with the external 
woi'ld. As these are the two great characteristics of 
the method adopted by Montesquieu, it will be neces- 
sary to give some account of them, before we can 
understand the place he really occupies, as one of the 
founders of the philosophy of history. 

AFe have already seen that Voltaire had strongly 
insisted on tlie necessity of reforming history, by pay- 
ing more attention to the history of the people, and 
less attention to that of their political and military 
rulers. We have also seen, that this great improve- 
ment was so agreeable to the spirit of the time, that it 
was generally and quickly adopted, and thus became 
an indication of those democratic tendencies, of which it 
was in reality a result. It is not, therefore, surprising 
that Montesquieu should have taken the same course, 
even before the movement had been clearly declared ; 

• since he, like most great thinkers, was a representative 
of the intellectual condition, and a satisfier of the 
intellectual wants, of the age in which he lived. 

But, what constitutes the peculiarity of Montesquieu 
in this matter, is, that with him a contempt for those 
details respecting courts, ministers, and princes, in 
whicli. ordinary compilers take great delight, was 
accompanied by an equal contempt for other debiils 
which are really intex’esting, because they concern the 
mental habits of the few truly eminent men who, from 
time to time, have appeared on the stage of public life. 
This was because Montesquieu perceived that, though 
these things are very interesting, they are also very 
unimportant. He knew, what no historian before him 
had even suspected, that in the great march of human 
affairs, individual peculiarities count for nothing ; and 
that, therefore, the historian has no business witli 
them, but should leave them to the biographer, to 
whose province they proixerly belong. The con- 
sequence is, that not only does he treat the ixiost 
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powerful princes with such disregard, as to relate the 
reigns of six emperors in two lines, but he consb-iuLly 
enforces the necessity, even in tiie case of ennuent 
men, of subordinatitig their special iniiuence to the 
more general influence of tlie surroimding society. 
Thus, many writers had ascribed the ruin of the Roman 
Republic to the ambition of luesar and I’ornpey, and 
particularly to the deep schemes of ('tesar. Tlsis, 
^Jontesquieu totally denies. According to his view of 
history, no great alteration can be eiiceted, except by 
virtue of a long train of antecedents, wliere alone we 
are to seek the cause of what to a superticial eye is 
the vvork of individuals. The republic, tiierefore, was 
overtlirown, not by Ca?sar and Foinjjey, but by that 
state of things which made the success of ( 'lesar and 
Pompey possible. It is thus that the events which 
ordinary historians relate, are utterly I'alueless. Such 
events, instead of being causes, are merely the occasions 
on which the real causes act. I’liey may he called the 
accidents of liistory ; and they must he treated as 
subservient to those vast and comprehensive conditions, 
by which alone the rise and fall of nations are ultimately 
governed. 

This, then, was the first great merit of Montesquieu, 
that lie effected a complete separation between bio- 
graphy atid history, and taught historians to study, 
not the peculiarities of individual character, but the 
general a-spect of the society in which the peculiarities 
appeared. If this remarkable man had acccomplished 
nothing further, he would have rendered an incalculable 
service to history, by pointing out how one of its innst 
fertile sources of error might be safely remo^'ed. And 
although, unhappily, we have not yet reaped the full 
benefit of ins example, this is because his successori, 
have rarely had the capacity of rising to so hiuh a 
generalisation : it is, however, certain, that since his 
tiine, an ajiproximation towards such elevated views 
may be noticed, even among those inferior writers 
wlio, for want of sufficient grasp, are unable to adopt 
them to their full extent. 
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In addition to this, Montesquieu made another great 
advance in the method of treating history. He was 
tlie lirst who, in an inquiry into the relations between 
the social conditions of a country and its jurisprudence, 
called in the aid of physical knowledge, in order to 
ascertain how the character of any given civilization is 
modified by the action of the external world. In bis 
work on the Spirit of Low, v, he studies the way in which 
both the civil and political legislation of a people are 
naturally connected with their climate, soil, and food. 
It is true, that in this vast enterprise he almost entirely 
failed ; but this was because meteorology, chemistry, 
and physiology, were still too backward to admit of 
such an undertaking. This, however, aifects the.value 
only of his conclusions, not of his method ; and here, 
as elsewhere, we see the great thinker tracing the out- 
line of a plan, which, in the then state of knovvledge, 
it was impossible to fill up, and the completion of 
which he was obliged to leave to the riper exj)erience 
and more powerful resources of a later age. Thus to 
anticipate the march of the human intellect, and, as 
it were, forestall its subsequent acquisitions, is the pecu- 
liar prerogative of minds of the highest order ; and 
it is this w'hich gives to the writings of Montesquieu a 
certain fragmentary and provisional appearance, which 
was the necessary consequence of a profoundly specu- 
lative genius dealing with materials that were intract- 
able, simply because science had not yet reduced them 
to order by generalizing the laws of their phenomena. 
Hence it is, that many of the inferences drawn by 
Montesquieu are untenable ; such, for instance, as 
those regarding the effect of diet in stimulating popu- 
lation by increasing the fecundity of women, and the 
effect of climate in altering the proportion between 
the births of the sexes. In other cases, an increased 
acquaintance with barbarous nations has sufficed tu 
correct his conclusions, particularly those concerning 
the effect which he supposed climate to produce on 
individual character ; for we have now the most de- 
cisive evidence, that he was wrong in asserting that 
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hot climates make people uncliaste and cowardlj', while 
cold climates make them virtuous and brave. 

These, indeed, are comparatively trilling objections, 
because, in all the highest branches of knowledge, the 
main difficulty is, not to discover facts, but to discover 
the true method according to which the laws of the facts 
may be ascertained. si® In this, Montesquieu performed 
a double service, since he not only enriched history, 
but also strengtbened its foundation. He enriched 
history by incorporating with it physical inquiries ; and 
he strengthened history by separating it from biography, 
and thus freeing it from details which are alway.s unim- 
portant, and often uiiautbentic. And although he 
committed the error of studying the influence of nature 
over men considered as individualsj^n rather than over 
men considered as an aggregate society, this arose 
principally from the fact that, in his time, the resources 
necessary for the more complicated study had not yet 
been created. Those resources, as I have shown, are 
Tiolitical economy and statistics; political economy 
supplying the means of connecting the laws of physical 
agents with the laws of the inequality of wealth, and, 
therefore, with a great variety of social disturbances ; 
while statistics enable us to verify those laws in their 
wddest extent, and to prove how completely the volition 
of individual men is controlled by their antecedents, 
and by the circumstances in which they are placed. 
It was, therefore, not only natural, but inevitable, that 
Montesquieu should fail in his maguiheent attempt to 
unite the laws of the human mind \vith the laws of 
On the suproma importance of method, see my defence of 
Bichat in the next chapter, 

^n How completely futile this was, as r!:*,:rarda result^, is 
evident from the fact, that a hundred years uftor he wrote, 
wo with all our increased knowledge, can rdhnn imtauig posi- 
tively respecting the dii’cct action of climate, food and soil, in 
modifying individual ohai’acter ; though it has, 1 trust, ap- 
peared in the second chapter of this introduction, that tM.me- 
thing can be ascertained respecting their indireri; aetton, that 
is, t&ir action on individual minds through Lho medium of 
social and economical organizatiou. 
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external nature. He failed, partly because tlic sciences 
of external' nature were too backward, and partly be- 
cause those other branches of knowledge which connect 
nature with, man were still unformed. For, as to 
politic;'.! economy, it had no existence as a science 
until the publication of the Wealth of Nations in 177G, 
twenty-one years after the death of Montesquieu. 
As to statistics, their pliilosophy is a still more recent 
creation, since it is only during the last thirty years that 
they have been systematically applied to social pheno- 
mena ; the earlier statisticians being merely a body of 
industrious collectors, groping in the dark, bringing 
together facts of every kind without selection or 
ractliod, and whose labours were consequently unavail- 
able for those important purposes to which they have 
been successfully applied during the present gen oration. 

Only t\vo years after the publication of the Spirit of 
Laws, Turgot delivered those celebrated lectures, of 
which it has been said, that in them he created the 
philosophy of history. This praise is somewhat 
exaggerated ; for in the most important matters relat- 
ing to the philosophy of bis subject, he takes the same 
view as Montesquieu,* and Montesquieu, besides pre- 
ceding him in point of time, was his superior certainly 
in learning, perhaps in genius. Still, the merit of 
Turgot is immense ; and he belongs to that extremely 
small class of men, who have looked at hi.story corapre- 
hensivel}’’, and have recognized the alm()st boundless 
knowledge needed for its investigation. In this respect, 
his method is identic;il with that of Montesquieu, since 
both of these great men excluded from their scheme 
the personal details which ordinary historians accumu- 
late, and concentrated tlieir attention upon those large 
general causes, by the. operation of which the destinies 
of nations are permanently aifected. Turgot clearly 
perceived, that, notwithstanding the variety of events 
produced by the play of human passions, there is amid 
this apparent confusion, a principle of order, and a 
regularity of march, not to be mistaken by those whose 
gi'asp is hrm enough to seize the history of man as a 
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complete and single whole. It is true that Turgot., 
suhsoquently engaged in political life^ never possessed 
sufficient leisure to fill up the splendid outline of what 
he so successfully sketched : but though in the execu- 
tion of his plan he fell short of Montesquieu, still the 
analogy between the two men is obvious, as also is their 
relation to the age in which they lived, 'i'hey, as well 
as \h)Uuire, were the unconscious advocates of the 
democratic movement, inasmuch as they discounten- 
anced the homage which historians had fonnerly paid 
to individuals, and rescued history from hoing a mere 
recital of the deeds of political and ecclesiastical rulers. 
At the same time, 'I'urgot, by the captivating prospects 
which he held out of future progress, and by the 
picture which he drew of the capacity of society to 
improve itself, increased the impatience wdiitih his 
countrymen were beginning to feel against that 
despotic government, in whose presence amelioration 
seemed to be hopeless. These, and similar specula- 
tit>ns, which now for the first time appeared in French 
literature, stimulated the activity of the intellectual 
classes, cheere<l them under the persecutions to which 
they vvere exi)osed, and emboldened them to the 
arduous enterprise of leading on the people to atbiok 
the institutions of their native land. I'lius it was, that 
in France everything tended to the same result. 
Everything indicated the approach of some sharp and 
terrible struggle, in which the spirit of the pre.seut 
sliould war with the spirit of the past ; and in which it 
should be finally settled, whether the people of France 
could free tiiemselves from the chains in which they had 
long been held, or whether, missing their aim, they were 
doomed to sink still lower in that ignominious vassalage, 
wliicii makes even the most splendid periods of their poli- 
tical history a warning and a lesson to the civilized world. 

A confidence which is apparent in his economical as well 
as in his historical works. In 1811, Sir James Mackintosh 
writes, that Turgot “had more comxjrehonsivo views of the 
progress of society than any man since Bacon ” : Metii. 
of Mackintosh, voL.ii. p- 138. 


CriAPTEll VJI 

PiWlXTAfATK CaFTSKS 01-' THK FllKNOU flriVOI.UTION’ AirTKU 

'nil-; MiDiii.v. or tuk Kiouthk-ntii C-'kntuky. 

In tlie liist chapter but one, I have atteTti])te(i to 
ascertain wliiit those circninsUuices were which, almost 
inimctliately after t.iie deal.h of Louis XIV., prepared, 
the way for the French llevolnliou. 1”hc result of the 'f 

iu(|uiry iias heen, that the Frencli intellect was stimn- f 

lilted into activity by tlie e.xanndes and teachiiijfs of | 

Kujrlatid ; and lliat this sliinulns caused, or at all V 

events encouraged, a fj-retat broach hetween the fjfovern- | 

metit of France and its litenitiire — a breach the ninrc f 

remnrhiihle, liecause duriiifr the niiffii of Louis XIV. I' 

the. literature, notwithstanding its temporary hrilliancy, 
hud been invariably suhniissive., and had iutirnately 
allied itself with tlie governineut, which was alw.-iys 
ready to rewju'd its services. We have also seen that, 
this nipt lire, having arisen between tlie governing 
classes and the intellectual classes, it followed, that 
the former, true to their ancient instincts, began to 
chastize that spirit of iinjniry to which they were un- 
accustomed : heucc those persecutions which, with 
hardly a single, exception, were ilirected against every 
man of letters, and hence too those sy.stematic attempts 
to reduce literature to a subserviency similar to that in 
wliich it had hoeu held under Louis XIV. It has, 
moreover, appeared that the gi'eat I'Venchmen of the 
eighteenlii eeotury, though .smarting from the injuries 
constantly indicted on them by the government and the 
church, abstained from attacking the government, hut 
dii’ccted all tlieir hostility against the church. I’liis 
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apparent anomaly, of the religious institutions being 
assailed, and the political institutions being spared, 
has been shown to be a perfectly natural (urcuinsUince , 
arising out of the antecedents of the French nation ; 
and an attemi>t has been made to explain what those 
antecedents were, and how they acted. In the present 
cliapter, I purpose to complete this inquiry by ex- 
amining the next great stage in the history of the 
French mind. It was needful that, before both church 
and state could fall, men sliould cliange the ground of 
their liostility, and should attack political abuses witli 
the zeal they had hitherto reserved for I'oligious ones. 
The question, therefore, now arises, as the circum- 
stances under which this cliange took place, and the 
period when it actually occurred. 

The circumstances which accompanied this great 
change are, as we shall presently see, very complicated ; 
and, as they have never yet been studied in connexion 
with eacli other, I sliall, in the remaining part of this 
volume, examine them at considerable length. On this 
point it will, I think, be practicable to arrive at some 
precise and well-defined results respecting the history 
of the French Revolution. But the other point, 
namely, the time at which the change took place, is 
not only much more obscure, but by its nature will 
never admit of complete precision. ''Phis, however, is 
a deiiciency it possesses in common with every other 
change in the history of man. I’lie circumstances of 
each change may always be known, provided the 
evidence is ample and authentic. But no amount of 
evidence can enable us to fix the date of the change 
itself. I'liat to which attention is usually drawn, 
by the compilers of history is, not the change, bub 
is merely the external result which follows tlie change. 
The real history of the human race is the history of 
tendencies which are perceived by the mind, and not 
of events which are discerned by the senses, it is on 
this account that no historical epoch wall ever admit 
of that chronological precision familiar to antiquaries 
and genealogists, , The death of a prince, the loss of a 
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battle^ and tlia chauj^e of a dynasty, are matters n-hich 
fall entirely within the province of the senses ; and the 
moment in which they happen can be recorded by tlie 
most ordinary observers. But tliose great int(?Uectual 
revolutions upon which all otlier revoluticms are based, 
cannot be measured by so simple a standard. 'Fo trace 
the movements of the human mind, it is necessary to 
contemplate it under several aspects, and then co- 
ordinate the results of wiiat we have separately 
studied. By this means we arrive at cert'iin general 
conclusions, which, like the ordinary estimate of 
averages, increase in value in proportioji as w'O in- 
crease the number of instances from which they are 
collected, lliat this is a safe and available method, 
appears not only from the history of })liy.sical know- 
ledge, hut also from the fact, that it is the basis of the 
empirical ma.\'im.s by which all men of sound iinder- 
fetandiug arc guided in those ordinary tvansactious of 
life to which the generalizations of scieneo have not 
yet been applied. Indeed such maxims, which are 
highly valuable, and which in their aggregate form 
what is called common sense, are never collected wdth 
anything like the precautions that the piulosophic 
historian ought to feel himself bound to einjdoy, 

'Ilie real objection, therefore, to getieralizations 
respecting the development of the intellect of a nation 
is. not that they Avant c.ertainty, but tliiit they lack 
precision. This is just the point at Avliich the historian 
diverges from the annalist, lliat the English intellect, 
for example, is gradually becoming more denirocratic, 
or, as it is termed, more liberal, is as certain a.s that 
the crown of this country is Avorn by Queen Vitdoria. 
But though both thoise statements are equally certain, 
the latter statement is more precise. ^Ve can tx'll the 
very day on which the Queen ascended the t!n*oiie: 
the moment of her death will be known with equal 
])recisioii ; and there can be no doubt that nj.-iny other 
particulars respecting her will be minutely and accu- 
rately preserved. In ti*acing, hoAvever, the gn)wth of 
English liberalism, all such exactness deserts us. W0 
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can point out the year in which the R(jform Bill was 
passed ; but who can point out the year in which the 
llefbrnj Bill tii'st l»ecarne necessary? In the snme way^ 
that the Jews will be admitted into parliament, is as 
certain as that the C-'atholica have been admit led. 
Both these measures are the inevitable result of tliat 
increasinff iiidili’erencc to tlieological disputes, which 
must now he obvious to every man wlio does not wil- 
fully shut his eyes. Pmt while w'e know the hour in 
whic.li the hill for (.’atholic enumcipatiou received the 
as.sent of the crown, there is no one now livinjr wlio 
can tell even the year in vvhicli similar justice will be 
granted to tlie Jcvv's. Both events are equally certain, 
but both events are not equally jirecise. 

This distinction between certainty and precision I 
have stated at some length, because it seems to be 
little understood, and because it is intimately con- 
nected with the subject now before us, 'J'he fact of 
the French intellect having, during the eighteenth 
century, jiassed through two totally distinct epochs, 
can be proved by every description of evidence ; but 

313 As we SCO in the pretensions sot forth by mathcniatieians, 
who often suppose that an amount of certainty can l.e attained 
in tboir own pursuits not to bo found in arij' other. Tiiis error 
has probably arisen, as Locke sugge.sts, from confusing clear- 
ness with certainty. JisMy on lluwan, Uiuier^tundiiti/, book iv. 
chap, ii. .secs. 9 and 10 iif H'wd-s, vol. ii. pp. 711, 74. SSce also 
Uomie, Philos. Pos. vol. i. p. 103, where it is justly obseiwod, that 
all branches of knowledge cajiable of being generaliKcd into 
sciences aiimit of eipi.al certainty, hut not of ciiual precision; 
“si, d’apres ]’ex])li«ition prvccdonto, les divtu-sos scionce.s 
doivont uia:es.s;uromeut presenter une precision tros-inogale, il 
n’an est nullernent aiusi de leur certitude.” This i.s baud led 
unsatisfactorily by Montucla (Hist, des MtUhAmal. vol. i, p, 33), 
who say.s, that the pririci]>al cau.se of the peculiar co’Lunt}’ 
reached by the mathematician is, that “d'uno idee claire il ne 
d^duit (jiic des cons4<piences claires et inconte.'^tabies.” Simi- 
larly, Cudworth (hiivlltct. Si/sieru, vol. lii. p. 377): “nay f lie 
very essence of truth here is this clear percejitibility, or intelli- 
gibility.” On the other band, Kant, a far deeper thinker, 
avoided this confusion, by making mathematical clearness the 
niai-k of a lind of certainty rather than of a detjree of it.” 
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it is iiTipossilile to ascertain the precise tune ivlieu 
one epoch succeeded the other. All that we can do 
isj to compare the different .indications which tlje his- 
tory of tliat a^>-e {jresezits, and 'arrive at an approxi- 
mation which may guide future inquirers. It would 
perhaps he more prudent to avoid making any par- 
ticular statement ; hut as the ernployinent of dates 
seems necessary to bring such niatter.s clearly hefore 
tlie mindj 1 will, by way of provisional hypothesis, 
fix oil the year 17i)0, as tlie period when tliose agita- 
tions of society which caused the French Revolution 
entered into tlieir second and political stage. 

That this was about the period wlieii the ’ great 
movement, hitherto directed against the church, be- 
gan, to be turned against the state, is an inference 
which many circumstances seem to warrant. VTe 
know on tiie best authority, that towards the year 
1780, the Krencli liegan their celebrated inquiries re- 
specting political economy, and that iu their attempt 
to raise it to a science, they were led to jierceive tlie 
immense injury which the interference of goverunient 
liad produced on the material interests of the country. 
Hence a conviction arose that, even in regard to the 
accumulation of wealth, the authority pos.se.shed by the 
rulers of France was mi.schievous, since it enabled them 
under the notion of protecting coninierco, to trouble 
the freeilom of individual action, and to prev'enl’ trade 
from running into tliO.se proli table channels wiiich 
tradens are he.st aiile to .select for themselves. Scarcely 
had a knowledge of thi.s important truth been diffused, 
when its consequence-s were quickly seen in the national 
literature, and in the habits of national thoiigbt. 'Fhe 
siuhlcu increase in France of works relating to finance 
and to other questions of go v'ernnieut, is, indeed, one of 
the most remarkable features of tliat age. W’itli such 
rapidity did tiie movement spread, that we are told that, 
*14 The revolutionary tendency of this economical moveinent - 
is noticed in A iisu/i's Euioiie, vol. i. pp. Idl, 185; where, how- 
ever, its connnencsnient is erroneously assigned to “ about tlia 
year 1(571.” 
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soon after 1755, tlie economists effected a schism he-' 
tween tlie nation and the g’overiurient and Voltaire, 
■writing in 1751), complains that the charms of lighter 
literature were entirely neglected amidst the general 
zeal for these new studies. It is not neces.«ary to 
follow the subsequent liistory of this great chaiigo ; 
nor necfl I trace the influence exercised shortly before 
the Revolution by the later economists, and particularly 
by Turgot, the most eminent of their leaders. It is 
enough to say, that within about tu’enty years after tlie 
movement was finst clcarly.seen, tlie taste for economical 
and financial inquiries became so common, that it pene- 
trated those parts of society wliere habits of thought are 
not very frequent ; since we find that, even in fashion- 
able life, the conversation no longer turned upon new 
poems and new plays, but upon political questions, and 
subjects immediately connected ivith them. Indeed, 
when Necker, in 17B1, published his celebrated Report 
on the Finances of France, the eagerness to obtain it 
was beyond ail bounds ; six thousand copies were sold 
the first day ; and the demand still increasing, ftco 
presses were kept constantly at work in order to satisfy 
the universal curiosity. And what makes the demo- 
cratic tendency of all this the more obvious is, that 
Necker was at that time one of the ser^^'),nt3 of tlie 
ci’own ; so that his work, looking at its general spirit, 
has been truly called an appeal to the people against 
the king by one of tlie ministers of the king himself. 

This evidence of the remarkable change which, in or 
about 1750, the French mind undenvent, and which 
formed what I term the second epoch of the eighteenth 
century, might be ea.sily strengthened by a wider survey 
of the literature of that time. Immediately after the 
middle of the century, Rousseau published those 
eloquent wmrks, which exercised immense induence, 
and in whicli the rise of the neiv epoch is very 

335 In this sanio year, 1755, Goldsmith wa.s in Paris, and was 
so struck by the progress of inauhordinatiou. tisat he foretold 
the freedom of the people; though I need haviilvsay that ho 
was not a man to understand the movement of the ec-oivimists. 
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observable; for this most powerful writer absttiincfl 
from those attaoks on Christianity,^*® which nn happily 
had been too frequent, and exerted himself almost 
exclusively a^?-aiiist tlie civil and political abuses of 
the existing- society. To trace the effects wduch this 
wonderful, hut in some instances misg-uided, man 
produced on the mind of his own ami of the succeed- 
ing generation, •^vould occupy too large a share of this 
introduction ; though the inquiry is full of interest, 
and is one which it were to he wished some competent 
historian would tirulerbike.-'*” Inasmuch, hovve^’er, 
as the philosophy of Rousseau was itself only a single 
phase of a far larger movement, I shall at pi-esent pass 
over the individual, in order to consider the general 
spirit of an age in which lie played a vast, but still a 
subsidiary part. 

The formation of a new epoch in France, about the- 
year l”dO, may be further illustrated by three circum- 
stances of considerable interest, all poiiiting in the 
same direction. The first circumstance is, that not a 
single great French -ivriter attacked the political 
institutions pf the country before the' middle of the 
century ; while, after that period, the attacks of the 
ablest men were incessaut. llie second circumstance 
is, that the only eminent Frenchmen -who continued 
to assail the clergy, and 5'et refused to interfere in 
politics, were those who, like Voltaire, had already 

'■as So far as I remember, there is not a single instance in any 
of 'his works ; and those who assail him on this ground should 
adduce the passages on which they rely, instead of bringing' 
vague general charges, 

^1" Napoleon said' to Stanislas Girardin respecting Rousseau, 

sans lui la Franco n’auroit pas en ds revolution.” Uoltcmd’s 
Foreign Rmiimcewes, Loud. 1850, p. 261. This is certainly an 
exaggeration ; but the influence of Rousseau was, during the 
latter half of the eighteenth century, most extraordinary. In 
I76.h Hume writc.s from Paris : '* It, is impossible to express or 
imagine the enthusi.asni of this nation, in his favour ; ... no 
nersnn ever so much engaged their attention- as Rousseau. 

V oltaire and everybody else are quite eclipsed by him. ” Burlm'r, 
Life of Hwm, vol. ii. p, 299. 
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readied an advanced age, and had, therefore drawn 
their ideas from the preceding generation, in which 
the dmrch had been the sole object of hostility. The 
third circumstance, which is even more striking than 
the other two, is, that almost at the same moment 
tliere was seen a change in the policy of the govern- 
ment ; since, singularly enough, the ministers of tlie 
■crown displayed for the first time an o])eii enmity 
against the church, just as the intellect of the country 
was preparing for its decisive on.‘<laught on the govern- 
ment itself. Of these three propositions, tlie first two 
will probably be admitted by every student of French 
literature : at all events, if they are false, they are 
so exact and peremptory, that it will be easy to refute 
them by giving examjiles to the contrary. But the 
third proposition, being more general, is less sus- 
ceptible of a negative, and will therefore require the 
support of that special evidence which 1 will now 
adduce. 

The great French writers having by the middle of 
the eighteenth century succeeded in sapping the 
foundations of the church, it was natural that the 
government should step in and plunder an establish- 
ment which the course of events had weakened. Thi.s, 
which took place in France under Louis XV., was 
similar to what occurred in England under Henry 
VIIl. ; for in both cases a I'eniarkahle intellectual 
movement, directed against the clergy, preceded and 
facilitated the attacks made on them by the crown* it 
was in 1749 that the French government took tlie first 
decisive step against the church. And what proves the 
hitherto backward state of the country in such matters 
is, that this consisted of an edict against mortmain, a 
sim,ple contrivance for wmkeuing the ecclesiastical 
power, whicli we in England had adopted long before. 
Machault, who had recently been rai.sed to the office of 
controller-general, has the glory of being the origina!or 
of this new policy. In August I74i), he issued that 
celebrated edict which forhaile the formation of any 
religious establishment without the consent of the 


TfiE FRENCH REVOLCmoN 


271 


crown, duly expressed in letters-patent, and registered 
i]) jKirlimnent ; effective precautions, which, says tlic 
^reat historian of France, show tliat Machaiilt cnn- 
siderei! not only tlje increase, but even' the existence 
of these ecclesiastical properties, as a niischief to the 
kifi^dom/' 

This was an extraordinary step on the part of the 
French government ; but wiiat followed showeti that 
it was only the heg'i.nning’ of a much larg-er desipm. 
Machault, so far from heiiiff diseountcnance<l, was, the 
year after he had issued this edict, intrusted with the 
seals in addition to the controllership ; for, as Lacretelle 
observes, the court “ thought the time hafi now come 
to tax the property of the clergy.” During the forty 
years which elapsed between this period and the 
beginning of the revolution, the same anti-e<‘clesiastical 
policy prevailed. Among the succe.s.sors of Wachault, 
the only three of much alnlity were (’hoiseul, Necker, 
anti 'I'urgot, all of xvhom were strenuous opponents of 
that spiritual body, which no minister would have 
assailed in tlie preceding generation. iVot only these 
eminent statesmen, but even such inferior men as 
Calonne, AJalesherhes, and Terray, looked on it a.s a 
stroke of policy to attack privileges which superstition 
bail consecrated, and which the clergy had hitherto 
reserved, partly to extend their own influence, and 
partly to minister to those luxurious and profligate 
habits, which in the eighteenth century were a scandal 
to the ec<!lesiasti<jal order. 

^Thile these measures were being adopted against 
the clergy, another important step was taken in 
preci.-'ely the same direction. Now it was lliat tlie 
govcrn?nent began to favour that great doctrine of 
kdigiotis liberty, the mere defence of which it had 
hitlierto puni.'^hed as a dangerous speculation. ’’I'he 
connexion hetween the attacks on the clergy and the 
suhse<juent progress of toleration, may be illustrated, 
not only by the rapidity with which one event succeeded 
the other, but also by the fact, that both of them 
emanated from the same (jnarter. Machault, who was 
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the author of the edict of mortmain, was also the first 
minister w'ho showed a wish to protect the Protestants 
against the persecutions of the Catholic priesthood.®** 
In this he only partly succeeded ; but the impetus thus 
given soon became irresistible. In 1/00, that is only 
nine years later, there was seen a marked change in 
the administration of the laws ; and the edicts against 
heresy, though not yet repealed, were enforced with 
unprecedented mildness,®*® The movement quickly 
spread from the capital to the remoter parts of the 
kingdom ; and we are assured that, after the year 
1702, the reaction was felt even in those provinces, 
which, from their backward condition, had always been 
most remarkable for religious bigotry. At the same 
time, as ive shall presently see, a great schism arose in 
the church itself, which lessened the power of the 
clergy, by dividing them into two hostile parties. Of 
these factions, one made common cause with the state, 
still further aiding the overthrow of the ecclesiastical 
hierarchy. Indeed, the dissensions became so violent, 
that the last great blow dealt to spiritual ascendency 
by the government of Louis XVI. proceeded not from 
the hands of a lajunan, but from one of the leaders of 
tlie church ; a man who, from his standing, would, 
under ordinary circumstances, have protected the iii- 
terests -which lie now eagerly attacked. In 1787, only 
two years before the Ilevolution, Brienne, archbishop 
of Toulouse,®^'* who was then minister, laid before the 
parliament of Paris a royal edict, by which the dis- 
couragement hitherto thrown upon heresy was suddetijy 
removed. By this law', the Protesiants were ^a^-estcd 

S 18 On wlueL account, be still fnrtbev provoked the indigna- 
tion of the Catholic clergy. 

8^0 “Tho approach of the year 1760 vatnossed a scnsiblt! 
relaxation of persecution. . . . The clergy poi’ceived tliis with 
dismay ; and, in their general a-ssomhly of 176o. they adurcii.'jed 
urgent remonstrances to the king against this "remission of the 
laws. ” Feiit-e, Mist, of tha Pt'oiegt. of Fnmce, p. 4h2. 

320 Of -whom Hume, several years before, Imd funned a very 
high opinion. 
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j with all those civil rights which the Catholic clergy 

^ had long held out as the reward of adherence to their 

f own opinions. It waSj therefore, natural that the more : 

’ orthodox party should condemn, as an impious innova- 

tion, a measure which, by placing the two sects, in 
some degree, on the same footing, seemed to sanction 
the progress of error ; and which certainly deprived 
the I'Yench church of one of tlje chief attractions by ! 

which men had hitherto been induced to join her com- i 

muriion. Now, however, all these considerations were i 

set at naught. Such was the prevailing temper, that. ij 

the parliament, though then in a mood very refractory | 

to the royal authority, did not hesitate to register the S 

! edict of the king ; and this great measure became law ; , 

f the dominant party being astonished, we are told, how | 

any doubt could be entertained as to the wisdom of the 
principles on w'hich it was based. f 
I: These w'ere omens of the coming storm ; signs of the ■ 

time, which th().se who run may read. Nor are there p 

wanting otlier marks, by which the true complexion of p 

that age may be clearly seen. In addition to what has 1 . 

been just related, the government, soon after the I 

middle of the eighteenth century, inflicted a direct and j 

jatal injury upon the spiritual authority. This con- 
sisted in the expulsion of the Jesuits; which is an 
event, important not only for its ultimate effects, but 
also as an evidence of the feelings of men, and of what 
could be peaceably accomplished by the government of 
him who was called the most Christian kiiig.’’^®^^ 

I'ho Jesuits, for at least fifty years after their institu- 

In ] 776, Malesherbes, who was then minister, wished to 
secure nearly the same privileges for the Protestants, hut was 
prevenied from doing so. M^moirnf vol. it pp. 56-68, 

Initens was himself concerned in the negotiation. 

Henry 11. used to refor t>,> this title, by way of justifying 
his persecution of the Protestants (Mankt's Civil wt 

i'Vurtce, vol. i. p. 243); and great account was .made of it by 
that exemplary prince, Louis XV. , iSmifcme, RHtjne de Louis 
XVI., vol. i. I). 155. The French antiquaries trace it hack to 
Pepin, the father of Charlemagne. BarringtOTL’s ObstnvUioiis 
; (ik ike Statules, p. 168. 

: II s' 
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!' tion, rendered immense services to civilization, partly 
S . by tempering with a secular element the more siipersti- 

,'j tious views of their great predecessors, the Dominicans 

?■' and Franciscans, and partly by organizing a system oi' 

I'i education far superior to any yet seen in Europe, In 

- no university could thei’e be found a sclienu; of in- 
,’ij' struction so comprehensive as theirs; and certainly 

'! nowhere was displayed such skill in the manageniosit 

I ■ of youth, or such insight into the general operations 

^ . of the human mind. It must, in justice, be added, 

4 ; that this illustrious society, notwithstiinding its eager, 

^ * and often unprincipled, ambition, was, during a con- 

siderable period, the steady friend of science, as well 
as of literature ; and that it allowed to its members a 
freedom and a boldness of speculation which had never 
been permitted by any other monastic order. 

As, however, civilization advanced, the Jesiiits, like 
every spiritual hierarchy the ivorld has yet seen, began 
to lose ground ; and this not so much from their own 
decay, as from a change in the spirit of those who 
surrounded them. An institution admiraVdy adapted, 
to an early form of society, was ill suited to the same 
society in its maturer state. In the sixteenth century, 
the Jesuits were before theii' age ; in the eighteenth 
century, they were behind it. In the sixteenth century, 
they were the great missionaries of knowledge ; becauk’s 
they believed that, by its aid, they could .subjugate the 
consciences of men. But, in the eighteenth century, 
their materials were more refractory ; they had to deal 
with a perverse and stiff-necked generation ; they saw' 
in every country the ecclesiastical authority rapidly 
'declining ; and they clearly perceived liial their only 
chance of reteining their old dominion w-as, by choiskiul'- 
that knowledge, the progress of which they had 
formerly done much to accelerate,®'® 

The Prince de Montbarey, who was educated by the 
Jesuits about 1740, says, that, in their seiitiols, the greatest 
attention was paid to pupils intenfled for the church ; while ti'.e 
abilities of those destined for secular profa-isions wore neglected. 
See this statement, which, coming from such a ijiuirterj' is very 
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Under these circumstances., the statesmen of France^ 
almost immediately after the middle of the eighteenth 
century, determined to ruin an order which had long 
ruled tlie world, nzid which was still the greatest 
buhvark of the church. In this design, they were 
aided by a curious movement which had taken place in 
tile church itself, and which, being connected, with 
views of much w'ider impoit, deserves the attention 
e\'oii of those for irhom theological controversies have 
no interest. 

Among the many points on which metaphysicians 
have wasted their strength, that of freewill has pro- 
voked the hottest disputes. And what has increased 
the acerbity of their language, is, that this, which is 
eminently a metaphysical question, has been taken up by- 
theologians, who have treated it with that warmth for 
which they are remarkable.®®* From the time of 
Pelagius, if not earlier,®®'’ Christianity has been divided 
into two great sects, which, though in some respects 
uniting by insensible shades, have always preserved the 
broad features of their original difference. By one 
sect, the freedom of the will is virtually, and often 
expressly, denied ; for it is asserted, not only -that we 
cannot of our own -svill affect anything meritorious, hut 
that whatever good we may do will be useless, since 
the Deity has predestined* some men to perdition, 

remarkable, m Me-vioires de Movilarey, vol. i pp, 12, 13, 
Montharey, so far from being prejudiced against the Jesuits, 
ascribes the Revolution to their overthrow. JMcl) vol. hi. 
p. 94. 

See some singular observations in Parr',s fii-at sermon on 
faith and morals (Parr’s Wwh, vol. vi. p. 698), where we are 
told thiit, in the management of tho feud between Calvinists 
and Anninians, “the steadiness of defence should be propor- 
tionate to the impetuosity of assault ; ” unnecessary advice, so 
far as hi.s own profession is concerned. However, the Moham- 
medan theologians are .said to have been even keener than the 
Chidstians on this subject. 

S25 Neander (Pist. of the Church, vol. iv. p. 105) finds the 
germ of the Pelagian controversy in the dispute between 
Athanasius and Apollinaris. 
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others to salvation. By the other sect, the freedom of 
the will is as strongly upheld ; good works arc declared 
essential to salvation ; and the opposite party is accused 
of exaggerating that state of grace of which faith is a 
necessary accompaniment. 

These opposite principles, when pushed to their 
logical consequences, must lead the first sect into 
antinomianism, and the second sect into the doctrine 
of supererogatory works. But since on such subjects, 
men feel far more than they reason, it usually hap{>ens 
that they prefer following some common and accredited 
standard, or appealing to some ancient name;®^ and 
they, therefore, generally class themselves on the one 
side under Augustin, Calvin, and Janseuius ; on the 
other side under Pelagius, Arminius, and Molina. 

Now, it is an interesting fact, that the doctrines 
which in England are called Calvinistic, have been 
always connected with a democratic spirit ; while 
those of Arminianism have found most favour among 
the aristocratic or protective party. In the republics 
of Switzerland, of North America, and of Holland, 
Calvinism was always the popular creed.^^s On the 
other hand, in those evil days, immediately after the 
death of Elizabeth, when our liberties were in imminent 
peril ; when the Church of England, aided by the 
crown, attempted to subjugate the consciences of men ; 

325 No writer I have met with, has stated so fairly and 
clearly the theolo^cal boundaries of these doctrines, as <j6the. 
Wahrkdt unel DkhiUTig, in Werhs, voL ii. part ii. p. 2iX), 
Stuttgart, 1837, 

327 Hence the theory of indulgences, constructed by the 
Church of Rome with perfect consistency, and against which 
most of the Protestant arguments are illogdcal. 

328 This seems to be the natural tendency, and has been 
observed by Neander in his instnictive account of the Gnostics, 
Hitiory of th^ Okurch, vol. il p. 121 : “ The custom with such 
sects to attach thomselves to some celebrated name or other of 
antiquity. ” 

329 The Dutch church was the first which ndopded, as an 
article^ of faith, the doctrine of election held at Genoya. 
MosAtinfs Eaflts. Eistory, vol. ii, p. 112, 
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and when the monstrous okira of the divine rig'ht of 
episcopacy was first put forward ; 33o_theii it wiis tijat 
Armiiiianism became the cherished doctrine of the 
ablest ami most ambitious of the ecclesiastical party. 
And in that sharp retribution which followed, the 
Puritans and Independents, by whom the punishmeut 
was inilicted, were, with scarcely an exception, Calvin- 
ists : nor should we forget, that the first open movement 
agaiiist Charles proceeded , from Scotland, where the 
principles of Calvin had long been in the ascendant. 

Thi.s different tendency of these two creeds is so 
clearly marked, that an inquiry into its causes becomes 
a necessary part of general history, and, as we shall 
presently see, is intimately connected with the history 
of the French Revolution. 

The first circumstance by which we must be struck 
is, that Calvinism is a doctrine for the poor, and 
Armiuiauism for the rich. A creed which insists upon 
the necessity of faith, must be less costly than one 
wliich insists upon the necessity of works. In the 
former ciwe, the sinner seeks .salvation by the strength 
of his belief ; in the latter case, he seeks it by the 
ftiinesa of his contributions. , And as those contri- 
butions, wherever the clergy have much power, always 
flow in tlie same direction, we find that in countries 
which favour the Arraiuian doctrines of works, the 
priests arc better paid, and the churches more richly 
ornamented, than they are where Calvinism has the 
upper hand. Indeed it is evident to the most vulgar 
calculation, that a religion which concentrates our 
charity upon ourselves, is less expensive than one 
which directs our charity to others, 

3® It is sometime.? said that this was advocated by Bancroft 
as early as loMS ; but this assertion appears to be erroneous, 
and Mr llallara can find no instance before the reign of James 
I. C'onsi. liisL vol. i. p. 590. The dogma, though new in the 
Church of England, was of groat antiquity. 

S31 The spread of Arminianism was frequently noticed in 
parlmraant during the reign of Charles I. Pari. Hist. vol. ii. 
pp. 444, 452, 455, '470, 484, 487, 49X, 660, 947, 1368. 
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I'his is tlie first g^reat practical divergence of tlie two 
creeds : a divergence which may he verified by anyone 
who is acquainted with the histories of different Chris- 
tian nati<jus, or who has even travelled in countries 
where the different tenets are professed. It is also 
observai>le> that the Church of Rome^ whose worship 
is addressed mainly to the senses^ and who delights in 
spleiidid catliedi’als and pompous ceremonies, has always 
displayed against the Calvinists an animosity far greater 
than she has done against any other Protestant sect.®-'**'^ 
Out of these ciz’cunistences, inevitably arose the 
aristocratic tendency of Arminianism, and the demo- 
cratic tendency of Calvinism. The people love pomp 
and pageantry as much as the nobles do, but they do 
not love to pay for them. Their untutored minds are 
easily captivated by the array of a numerous priest- 
hood, and by the gorgeousness of a well-appointed 
temple. Still, they know full well that these things 
absorb a large part of that wealth which would other- 
wise fiow into their own cottages. On the otlier hand, 
the aristocracy, by their standing, their habits, and 
the traditions of their education, naturally contract a 
taste for expense, which makes them unite splendour 
with religion, and connect pomp with piety. Besides 
this, tliey have an intuitive and well-founded belief 
that tbeir own interests are associated with the interests 
of the priesthood, and that whatever weakens the one 
will hasten the downfall of the other. Hence it is, 
that every Christian democracy has simplified its ex- 
ternal worship ; every Christian aristocracy has em- 
bellished it. By a parity of reasoning, the'more any 
society tends to equality, the more likely it is that its 
832 Heber iLifei}/ Jerevty Taylor, p, cxx.) says, that Caivinisas 
is “a syatein of ah others tha least atliactiva to the foeJi iga of 
a Roman Catholic.” Philip II., tho great Catholic ehautpion, 
especially hated the Calvinists, and in one of his edicts oaHs 
their soot “detestable.” ile Thou, IJis(. vol. x. p, 705: oom- 

g 'o vol. si. p. 458. To give an earlier instance ; when the 
man inquisition was revived in 1542, it was ordered that 
heretics, and in particular Calvinists, should not be tolerated : 
“besonders Calvinistan." Manie, Die Fapste, voL i. p. 211. 
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liie,olo”ical opinions will be Calvinistie ; while the 
more a society tends towards inequality, the g-reater 
the probability of those opinions being- Arminian. 

It wonhl be easy to push this contrast still further, 
and to show that (Jalvinism is more favourable to the 
scieiices, Arminianism to the arts ; and that, on the 
.'•aiiie principle the first is better suited to thinkers, 
the other to scholars.®* But without pretending to 
trace tiie whole of this divergence, it is very important 
to observe, that the professors of the former religion 
are more likely to acquire habits of independent 
thinking than those of the latter. And this on two 
distinct grounds, in the first place, even the most 
ordinary of the Calvinistie party are, by the very terms 
of their creed, led, in religious matters, to fix their 
attention on their own minds rather than on the minds 
of others. They, therefore, as a body, are intellectu- 
ally more narrow than their opjjonents, but less servile ; 

ssBBy way of illustrating this, I may mention, that -an 
intelligent observer, who travelled all through Germany, re- 
marked, in 1780, that the Calvinists, though rieber than their 
opponents, had less taste for the arts. Miesbeck's Tmeeh 
through Oemuvigf London, 1787, vol. ii, p. 240. An interest- 
ing passage ; in which, however, the author has shown himself 
unable to generalfee the facts which he indicates. 

3?* The Arminians have had among them many men of great 
learning, particularly of patristic learning ; but the most pro- 
found thinkers have been on the other side, as in the instances 
of Augustin, Pascal, and Jonathan Edwards. To the-e Oal- 
\inistic metaphy-sicians the Arminian party can oppose no one 
of equal ability ; and it is remarka-*!e, that the Jesuits, hy far 
the most zealous Arminians in the Romish church, have aiwa^ s 
been celebrated for their erudition, but have paid so little 
attention to the study of the mind, that, as Sir James Mackin- 
tosh sjvys iDism'i. on, Ethical Philos, p. 185), BufSer is “ the 
only Jesuit whose name has a place in the history of abstract 
philosophy.” And it is interesting to observe, that this superi- 
ority of thought on the part of the Calvinists, aacompynied by 
an inferiority of learning, existed from the beginning ; for 
Neander ( History of the Church, vol. iv, p. 299) remarks, that 
Pelagius " was not possessed of the. profound speculative spirit 
which we find in Augustin,” but that, “in learning he was 
Augustin’s superior. ” 
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their views^ though generalized from a smaller fieW . 
are more independent; tliey are less attached to 
antiquity^ and more heedless of those traditions to 
which the Arminian scholars attach great importance, 
in the second place, those who associate metaphysics 
with their religion are led by Calvinism into the doc- 
trine of necessity a theory which, though often mis- 
nnderstood, is pregnant with great truths, and is better 
calculated than any other system to develop the 
intellect, because it involves that clear conception of 
law, the attainment of which is the highest point the 
human understanding can i-each. 

These considerations will enable the reader to see 
the immense importance of that revival of Jansenism, 
which took place in the French church during the 
eighteenth century. For, Jansenism being essentially 
Calvinistic,^^** those tendencies appeared in trance by 
which Calvinism is marked. 'Fhere appeared the in- 
quisitive, democratic and insubordinate spirit, which 
has always accompanied that creed. A further con- 
firmation of the truth of the principles just laid down 

is, that Jansenism originated with a natixm of the Dutch 
Republic that it was introduced into France during 
the glimpse of freedom which preceded the power of 
Louis XIV. that it was forcibly repressed in hia 

“ A philosophical necessity grounded on the idea of Rod’s 
foreknowledge, has been supported by theologiiina of the Cai- 
vinistic school, more or less rigidly, throughout the whole of 
the pre.sent century. ” MorelVt R^itadaiive Pidloanphif of Knrnpt, 
184d, vol. i. p. 366. Indeed this tendency is so natuml, that 
we find the doctrine of necessity, or something extremely Uka 

it, laid down by Augustin. 

336 “The five principal tenets of Jansenism, which amount in 
fact to the doctrine of Calvin." Palmer 07i lice Vliurch, vul i 
p. 320. 

337 Janseaius was bom in a village near Laerdani, and was 
educated, if I mistake not, in Utrecht. 

338 'fbe introduction of Jansenism into France is supcrficiallv 
related by Duvemet ( //wi!, de fa .S’or/«ia?ie, vo!. ii, pp, IjO-lISr-, 
bnt the reader will find a. contemporary and highly character- 
istic account in Mem, de Mottevifle, vo'l. ii. pp. ’22h-227. The 
connexion between it and the spirit of insubordination was re- 
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arbitrary reign ; and that before the middle of the 
. eighteenth ccutury^ it again arose^ as the natural pro- 

|i dnct of a state of society by which the French Revolu- ■ 

li tion was brought about. 

Ij The connexion between the revival of Jansenism and 

li the destruction of the Jesuits, is obvious. After the 

;i death of Louis XIV., the Jansenists rapidly gained 

ij ground, even ixi the Sorbonne; and by the middle of /j 

ji the eigditeenth century, they had organized a powerful 

f hi the French parliament. About tlie same i 

i period their influence began to show itself in the 

executive government, and among the officers of the 
crown. Machault, who held the important post of con- 
troller-general, was known to favour their opinions, and 
a few years after his retirement, Choiseul was called to ^ 

^ the head of affairs ; a man of considerable ability, by 

j; whom they ivere openly protected. Their views l' 

j, were likewise supported by Laverdy, controller- 

j general in and by Terray, controller of finances : 

Ji in 17119. 'fhe procureur-general, Gilbert des Voisins, ' 

js was a Janseiiist ; so also was one of his successors, 

Chauvelin ; and so was the advocate-general Pelletier 
;; de Saint-Fargeau ; and so too was Camus, the well- 

^ known advocate of the clergy. Turgot, the greatest 

statesman of the age, is said to have embraced the same 
opinions ; while Keeker, who on two different occasions 
possessed almost supreme power, was notoriously a 
rigid Calvinist. To this may be added, that not only 
Keeker, but also Rousseau, to whom a large share in 
causijig the Revolution is justly ascribed, were born in 
' tleneva, and drew their earliest ideas from that great 

Tiursery of the Calvinistic theology. 

marked at tfie time ; and Des R(5aux. who wrote ia the middle 
of the seventeenth century, mentions an opinion that the 
rroiiile “ etoit venue du Jansenisme,*’ HutoritUts, vol. iv. p. 72, 

Brieiiue, who knew Louis XIV, personally, says “Jan- 
sdnisuie, i'horrour du roi.” Mm« de Brienne, vol. ii. p, 240- 
At the end of !iis reign he promoted a bishop on the avowjd 

f -ound of his opposition to the Jansenists ; this was in 1713. 
etires iiicdites de Maiiiienont vol ii. pp. 396. 406. 
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In such a state of things as this, it was impossible* 
that a body like the Jesuits should hold their ground. 
They were the last defenders of authority and tradition, 
and it was natural that they should fall in an age wdien 
.statesmen were sceptics, and theologians were Cal- 
vinists. Even the people had already marked them 
for destruction ; and when Damiens, in 1757, attempted 
to assassinate the king, it wjvs generally believed that 
they were the instigators of the This we now 

know to be false ; but the existence of such a rumour 
is evidence of the state of the popular mind. At all 
events, the doom of the Jesuits was fi.xed. In April 
1701, parliament ordered their constitutions to he laid 
before them. In August, they were forbidden to re- 
ceive novices, their colleges were closed, and a number 
of their most celebrated works were publicly burned 
by the common hangman. Finally, in 1702, another 
eaict appeared, hy which the Jesuits were condemned 
without even being heard in their own defence ; their 
property was directed to be sold, and their order secu- 
larized ; they were declared “ unfit to be admitted into 
a well-governed country," and their institute and 
society were formally abolished. 

Such was the way in which this great society, long 
the terror of the world, fell before the pressure of 
public opinion. What makes its fall the more re- 
markable, is, that the pretext which was alleged to 
justify the examination of its constitutions, was one so 
slight, that no former government would have li-stened 
to it for a single moment. This immense spiritual 
corporation ivas actually tried by a temporal court for 
ill faith in a mercantile transaction, and for refusing 
to pay a sum of money said to be due ! llie most 
impoi’tant body in the Catholic church, the spiritual 
leaders of France, the educators of her youth, and the 
confessors of Ijer kings, were brought to the bar, and 
sued in their collective capacity, for the fraudulent 

340 “The Jesuits are' charged by the vulgai* as promotors of 
that attempt.” Letter from Stanley, written in 1761, in CAai- 
ham Cori'tspond, voL ii. p. 127. 
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repudiation of a common debt 1 ■ So marked was tbe 

predisposition of aiFairs, that it was not found necessary 
to employ for the destruction of the Jesuits any of 
those arts by which the popular mind is commonly 
inilamed. llie charg-e upon which they were sentenced, 
was not that they had plotted against the state ; nor 
lliat they had corrupted the public morals ; nor that 
they wished to subvert religion. These were the accusa- 
tions which were brought in the seventeenth century, 
and which suited the genius of that age, Eut in the 
eighteenth century, all that was required was some 
trifling accident, that might serve as a pretence to 
justify what the nation had already determined. To 
ascribe, therefore, this great event to the bankruptcy 
of a trader, or the intrigues of a mistress/^^ is to con- 
fuse the cause of an act with the pretext under which 
the act is committed. In the eyes of the men of the 
: eighteenth century, the real crime of the Jesuits was, 
that they belonged to the past rather than to the 
present, and that by defending the abuses of ancient 
establishments, they obstructed the progress of man- 
kind, They stood in the way of the age, and the age 
.swept them from its path. I’his was the real cause of 
their abolition : a cause not likely to be perceived by 
those writers, who, under the guise of historians, are 
only collectors of the prattle and goasip of courts ; and 
who believe that the destinies of great nations can be 
settled in the ante-chambers of ministers, and in the 
councils of kings. 

After the fall of the Jesuits, there seemed to be 
nothing remaining which could save the French 
church from immediate destruction. The old theo- 
logical spirit had been for some time i declining, and 
the clergy were suffering from their own decay even 
more than from the attacks made upon them. The 
advance of knowledge was producing in France the 

sn “ Condemned in France as fraudulent tradeiu " ScMosser'» 
Eighteenth Cenivry, vol. iv. p. 461. 

^ Several writers attribute the destruction of the J esuifcs 
to ike exertions of Madame do Pompadour 1 
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•same results as those 'svhich I have pointed out ia 
England ; and the increasing attractions of science 
•drevf off many illustrious men, Tvho in a preceding 
age -would have been active members of the spiritual 
profession, lliat splendid eloquence, for ivbich the 
French clergy had been remarkable, was now dying 
away, and there were no longer lieard the voices of 
those great orators, at whose bidding the temples liad 
formerly been filled.®^® Massillon was the lust of that 
-celebrated race who had so en.thralled the mind, and 
the magic of whose fascinatioxi it is even now hard to 
withstand. He died in 1742 ; and after him the French 
clergy possessed no eminent men of any kind, neither 
thinkers, nor orators, nor writers.’^^^ Nor did there 
seem the least possibility of their recovering their lost 
position. While society was advancing, they were 
receding. All the sources of their power were dried 
up. 'I'hey had no active leaders ; they had lost the 
confidence of government ; they had forfeited the 
respect of the people ; they had become a mark for the 
gibes of the age.®*® 

ws In 1771, Horace Walpole writes from Paris that the 
■churches and convents were become so empty, as to “ appear 
like aV;andoned theatres destined to destruction ; ” and tiiis ho 
contrasts with his former experience of a different state of 
things. Walpole’s Letters, vol. v. p. 310, edit. 1840. 

“ So low had the talents of the once illustrious church of 
France fallen, that in the latter part of the eightaenth century, 
when Christianity itself was assailed, not one champion of note 
■appeared in its ranks ; and when the convocation of the clergj-, 
in 1770, published their famous anathema against the dangers 
of unbelief, and offered rewards for the best essays ia dofencs 
of the Christian faith, the productions called, forth -were so 
despicable that they sensibly injured the cause of religion.” 
Alisons JJisi. of Europe, vol. i. pp. ISO, 181. 

^ In 1766, the Rev, William Cole writes to Alban Butler : 
“ I travelled to Paris through Lille and Camhray in their public 
Toitiires, and was grotCtly scandalized and amazed at the open 
and unreserved disrespect, both of the trading and military 
people, for their clergy and religious e.-tal>lishnient. When! 
got to Pam, it was much worse.” Ellis’s Original Leitera, 
second series, vol. iv. p. 485. 
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It does, at first sight, seem strange that, under these- 
circumstances, the Frenclj clergy should have been 
able, for nearly thirty years after the abolition of the 
Jesuits, to maintain their standing, so as to interfere- 
with impunity in public affairs.'*® The truth, however, 
is, that this temporary reprieve of the ecclesiastical 
order was owing to that movement which 1 have 
already noticed, and by virtue of which the French 
intellect, during the latter half of the eighteenth 
c.entury, changed the ground of its attack, and, 
directing its energies against political abuses, neglected 
in some degree those spiritual abuses to which it» 
attention had been hitherto confined. The result was, 
that in France the government enforced a policy which 
the great thinkers had indeed originated, but respect- 
ing which they were becoming less eager. The most 
eminent Frenchmen were beginning their attacks upon 
the state, and in the heat of their new warfare they 
slackened their opposition to the church. But in the 
meantime, the seeds they had so'wn germinated in the 
state itself. . So rapid was the march of affairs, that 
those anti-ecclesiastical opinions which, a few years 
earlier, were punislied as the paradoxes of designing 
men, were now taken up and put into execution by 
senators and ministers. The rulers of France carried 
into effect principles which had hitherto been simply a 
matter of theory ; and thus it happened, as is always- 
the case, that practical statesmen only apply and work 
out ideas which have long before been suggested by 
more advanced thinkers. 

Hence it followed, that at no period during the 
eighteenth century did the specuutive classes and 
practical classes thoroughly combine against , the 
church: since, in the first half of the century, the 
clergy were principally assailed by the literature, and 

And also to retain their immense property, which, when 
the Bevohitioii occurred, was estimated at 80,000,000/!. English 
money, bringing in, a yearly revenue of "somewhat under 
76,000,000 francs.” Alison’s Evrope, ■rol. i. p. 183, vol. ii, p- 
20, vol. xiv. pp. 122, 1^. 
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not by the government ; in the latter bait of the 
■century, by the government, and not by the literature. 
Some of the circumstances of this singular transition 
have been already stated, and I hope clearly lirouglit 
before the mind of the reader. I now purpo.se to com- 
plete the generalization, by proving that a corres])oml- 
ing change was taking place in all other branches of 
inquiry; and that, while in the first period attention 
was chiefly directed towards mental plienomena, it was 
in the second period more directed lou'ards physical 
phenomena. From this, the political movement re- 
ceived a vast acces.sion of strength. For the French 
intellect, shifting the scene of its labours, diverted the 
thoughts of men from the internal to the e.xtenial, autl 
concentrating attention upon their material rather than 
upon their spiritual wants, turned against the encroach- 
ments of the state an hostility formerly reserved for 
the encroachments of the church. M'lieuever a 
tendency arises to prefer what comes from without 
to what comes from witliin, and thus to aggrandize 
matter at the expense of mind, there will also be a 
tendency to believe that an institution which hampers 
our opinions is less hurtful than one wliich controls our 
acts. Precisely in the same way, men who reject tlie 
fundamental trutlis of religion, will care little for the 
extent to which those truths are perverted. Wen who 
deny the existence of tlie Deity and the immortality of 
tne soul, will take no hee«l of the way in wliich a gross 
and formal worship obscures those sublime doctrines. 
All the idolatry, all the ceremonials, ail the pomp, all 
tlie dogmas, and all the traditions by which religion is 
retarded, will give them no disquietude, because they 
consider the opinions that are checked lo he equally 
false with those that are ftivoui*e(I, 'Why should they, 
to whom transcendental truths are unknown, labour to 
remove the superstitions which darken the truths.? 
finch a generation, so fttr from attacking eccle-sla-stical 
usurpations, would rather look on the clergy as con- 
venient tools to ensnare the ignorant and control the 
vulgar, I'hei-efore it is that we rarely hear of a sincere 
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atheist being’ a zealous polemic. But if that should 
occmg which a century ago occurred m France ; if it 
should liapfsenthat men of gi*eat energyj and actuated 
by the feeling.? I have descidbed, tvere to find them- 
selves in the pre,?ence of a political despotism' — they 
ivtuild direct against it the whole of their powers ; 
and they would act with the more determined vigour^ 
wecKUse, belieiing that their all was at stake, temporal 
happiness would be to them not only the first, hut also 
the sole consideration. 

It is from this point of view that the progress of 
those atheistical opinions, irhich now rose in France, 
becomes a matter of great thougli painful interest. 
And the date at which they appeared, fully corro- 
borates vrhat I have just said respecting the change that 
took place in the middle of the eighteenth century. 
The first great work in which they were openly pro- 
mulgated was the celebrated Encyclopaedia, pub]i.shed 
in 1751. Before that time such degrading opinions, 
though occasionally broached, were not held by any # 
men of ability ; nor could they in the preceding state 
of society have made much impression upon the age. 
But during the latter half of the eighteenth century, 
they effected every department pf French literature. 
Between 1758 and 1770, atheistical tenets rapidly 
gained ground ; and in 1770 was published the famous 
work, called the Si/ntem of Nature ; the success, and, 
unhappily, the ability of which, make its appearance 
an important epoch in the history of France. Its 
popularity was immense and the views it contains , 
are so clearly and methodically arranged, as to have 
earned for it the name of the code of atheism. Five 
years later, the Archbishop of Toulouse, in a formal 
address to the king on behalf of the clergy, declared 
that atheism had now become the prevailing opinion. 
This, like all similar assertions, must have been an 

8^7 ’Voltiure, who -v^Tote against it; mentions its diffusion ^ 
among all classes, and says it was read by des savants, des 
ignorants. de.s femmes. ” Dkt, Philos, article Dieu, section iv. , 
in (E'uvres ds Voltaire, vol. xxxviii, p. 366. 
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exaf^gferalion ; but that there was a larj^e amount of 
trutli iu itj is known to whoever has studied the mental 
habits of the generation immediately pre{teding the 
Revolution. Among the inferior class of writers, 
Damilaville, Deleyre, Marechal^ Naigeon, 'roiissaint, 
were active supporters of that cold and gloomy dogma;, 
which, in order to extinguish the hope of a future life, 
blots out from the mind of man the glorious instincts 
of his own immortality. And, strange to say, several 
even of the higlier intellects were unahle to escape the 
contagion. Atheism was openly advocated by C'ou- 
dorcet, by D’Alembert, by Diderot, by llelvetius, by 
Lalande, by Laplace, by Mirabeau, and by Saint Dim- 
bert. Indeed, so thoroughly did all this hannonixe 
with the general temper, tliat in society men boasted 
of what, in other countries, and in other days, luis been 
a rare and singular error, an eccentric taint, which 
those effected by it were willing to conceal. In 1784 
Hume met, at the house of Haron d’Holbach, a party 
of the most celebrated Frenchmen then residing in 
Paris. 'I'lie great Scotcliman, who w’as no doubt aware 
of the prevailing opinion, took occasion to raise an 
argument as to the e.vistence of an atheist, properly so 
called ; for his own part, he said, he had never chanced 
to meet with one. “ You have been .somewhat unfor- 
tunate,” replied Holbach ; “ but at the pre.sent moment 
you are sitting at table wnth seventeen of 

This, sad as it is, only forms a single aspect of that 
immense movement, by which, during the latter lialf 
of the eighteenth century, the French iritelieot was 
withdrawn from the study of the internal, and concen- 
trated upon that of the external world. Of this 

.siS '■fjlig was related to Botnilly by Diderot. £(/i of Romitly, 
Tol. i. pp. 131, 132. Priestley, who visited Francffin 1774. say's, 
that “ all the philosophical persons to whom I wns introdr.ced 
at Paris (were) unbelievers in Christianity, and even {••mfe'-f-ed 
atheists.” Prit^ileifs Memoirs, vol. i, p. 74. Bee al.fo a letter 
by Horace Walpole, written from Paris in ITdf* < Walpolr's 
Letters, edit. 1840, vol. v. p, 96) : “ their avowed doetnns is 
atheism. ” 
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tendency, we find an interesting instance in the cele- 
brated work of Helvetius, unquestionably the ablest 
and most iniiuential treatise ou morals which France 
pro<luccd at this period. It M^as published in 17oB ; 
andj although it beans the title of an essay on ^‘'the 
..iind/^ it does not contain a single passage from which 
we could infer that the mind, in the sense in which the 
word is commonly used, has any existence. In this 
work, which, di 
moral? ‘ ' 


at the mind, in the sense in which the 
dy used, has any existence. In this 
, ^ luring fifty years, was the code of French 
_ principles are laid down which bear exactly 
the same relation to ethics that atheism bears to 
theology. Helre'tiusj at the beginning of his inquiry, 
assumes, as an incontestahle fact, that the difference 
between man and other animals is the result of a 
difference in their external form ; and that if, for 
example, our wrists, instead of ending with hands and 
flexible fingers, had merely ended like a horse's foot, 
we should have always remained wanderers on the face 
of the earth, ignorant of every art, entirely defenceless, 
aiid having no other concern but to avoid the attacks of 
wild beasts, and find the needful supply of our daily 
food. That the structure of our bodies is the sole 
cause of our boasted superiority, becomes evident, 
when we consider that our thoughts are simply the 
product of two facultie.s, which wo have in common 
with all other animals ; namely, the faculty of receiving 
impressions from external objects, and the faculty of 
remembering those impressions after they are received. 
From this, says Helvetius, it follows, that the intonuil 
j>ower.s of man being the same as those of all other 
animals, our sensibility and our memory would be 
useless, if it were not for those external peculiarities 
by wiiich we are eminently distinguished, and to which 
we owe everything that is most valuable. These 
positions being laid down, it is easy to deduce all the 
csgeiitial principles of moral actions. For, memory 
being merely one of the organs of physical sensibility, 
and judgment being only a sensation, all notions of 
duty and of virtue must be tested by their relation to 
the senses ; in other words, by the gross amount of 
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physical enjoyment to which they give rise. This is 
the true basis of moral philosophy. To take any other 
viewj i.s to allow ourselves to be deceived by con- 
ventional expressions, which have no foundation except 
ill the prejudices of ignorant men. Our vices and onr 
virtues are solely the result of our passions ; aiul our 
passions are caused by our physical sensibility to pain 
and to pleasure. It was in this way that the sense of 
justice first aro.se. To physical .sensibility men owed 
pleasure and pain ; hence tiie feeling of their own 
interests, and hence the desire of living togetiier in 
societies. Being assembled in society, there grew 
up the notion of u general interest, since, without it, 
societj^ could not hold together ; and, as actions are 
only just or unjust in proportion as they minister to 
this general interest, a measure was established, by 
which justice is discriminated from injustice. \V'ith 
the same inflexible spirit, and with great fullness of 
illustration, Helvetius examines the origin of thosie 
other feelings which regulate hnnian actions. Thus, 
he says that both ambition and friendship ai*e en- 
tirely the work of phy.sical sensibility. Men yeani 
after feme, on account either of the pleasure which 
they expect the mere po.s.session of it ^vili give, or 
else as the means of sulxsequently procuring other 
pleasures. As to friend.ship, the only use of it Ls to 
increase our pleasures or mitigate our pains; and it is 
wdth this object that a man lougs to hold communion 
with his friend. Beyond this, life has nothing to offer. 
'I’o love what is good for the sake of the goodness, is 
as impossible as to love what is bad for the sake of the 
evil. The mother who weeps for the loss of her child, 
is solely actuated by selfishue.ss ; she. inourn.s because a 
plefisure is taken from her, and hecau.se she sees a vend 
difficult to fill up. So it is, that the loftiest virtues, as 
well as the meanest vices, are equally can.-ied by the 
pleasure w'e find in the exercise of them. This is the 
great mo\-er and originator of all. Everythinj;- that we 
have, and everything that we are, we owe to the 
extenuil world ; nor is Man himself aught else e.xcept 
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what he is made by the objects which surround 
him. 

The views put forward in this celebrated work I have 
•stated at some leii^h ; not so much on account of the 
ability with which they are adv«)cated, as on account of 
the clue they furnisli to the movements of a most 
remarkable ag-e. Indeed^ so completely did they 
harmonize with the prevailing' tendencies, that they 
not only quickly obtained for their author a vast 
European reputation, but, during many years, they 
continued to increase in influence, and, in France iir 
particular, they exercised great sway. • As that was the 
country in which they aro.se, so also wavS it the country 
to which they were best adapted. Madame Dudeffaud, 
who passed her long life in the midst of F rench society, 
and was one of the keenest observers of her time, ha^ 
e.x:pressed this with great happiness. The work of 
Helvetius, she says, is popular, since he is the man 
who has told to all their own secret. 

True it was, that, to the contenipoi*aries of Helvetius, 
his views, notwithstanding their immense popularity, 

, bore the appearance of a secret ; becau.se the connexion 
between them and the general march of events was, as 
yet, but dimly perceived, To us, however, 'wdio, after 
this interval of time, can examine the qne.stion witli 
the resources of a larger experience, it is obvious how- 
such a system met the wants of an age of which it was- 
the exponent and the mouthpiece. That Helvetius 
must have carried with him the sympathies of his 
countrymen, is clear, not only from the evidence we- 
have of his success, but also from a more compreheir- 
sive view of the general complexion of those times. 
Even while he was still pursuing his labours, and only 
four years before he published them, a work appeared 
in France, which, though displaying greater ability, 
and possessing a higher influence than that of 
Helvetius, did, nevertheless, point in exactly the same 
direction. I allude to- the great metaphysical treatise 
by Condillac, in many respects one of the mosi 
remarkable productions of the eighteenth century:; 
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and tlie authority of ivhich, during; two generations,, 
WHS so irresistible, that, without some acquaintance 
with it, we cannot possibly understand the nature of 
those cornplicate<l movements by which the French 
Revolution was brought about. 

In 1754, Condillac put forth his celebrated work on 
the mind ; tlie very title of which was a proof of tiu; 
bias with which it was written. Although thi.s pro- 
found thinker aimed at nothing less tlian an exhaustive 
analysis of the human faculties, and although he is 
pronounced by a very able, but hostile critic, to be 
the only metaphysician France produced during the 
eighteenth century, still he found it utterly impossible 
to escape from those tendencies towards the external 
which governed his own age. The consequence was, 
that he called his work a “ Treatise on Sensations ; 
and in it he peremptorily asserts, that everything we 
know is the result of sensation ; by which he means 
the effect produced on us by the action of the external 
world. Whatever may be thought of the accuracy of 
this opinion, there can be no doubt that it is enforced 
with a closeness and severity of reasoning which 
deserves tlie highest praise. To examine, however, 
the arguments by which his view is supported, would 
lead to a discussion foreign to my present object, which 
is, merely to point out the relation between his philo- 
sophy and the general temper of his contempoKUues. 
M'^itliout, therefore, pretending to anything like a 
critical e.xamination of this celebrated' book, I will 
simply bring together the essential positions on which 
it is based, in order to illustrate the liarmony bertveen 
it and the intellectual habits of the age in' which it 
appeared. 

The materials from which the philosophy of CVmdillac 
was originally drawn, were contained in the great work 
published by Locke about sLvty years before this time. 
But though much of what was most essential was 
borrowed from the English philosoplier, tliere was rme 
very important point .in which the disciple differed 
from his master. And this difference is strikingly 
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characteristic of the direction which the French intel- 
lect was now taking. Locke, with some looseness of 
expression, and possibly with some looseness of thought, 
had asserted the separate existence of a power of retlec- 
lion, and had maintained that by means of that power 
the products of sensation hecaine available.*”'’ Con- 
dillac, moved by the prevailing temper of his own time, 
would not hear of such a distinction. He, like most of 
l}is contemporaries, was jealous of any (daim which 
increased the authority of the internal, and weakened 
tljat of tlie external. He, therefore, altogether rejects 
the faculty of reflection as a source of our ideas ; and 
this partly because it is but the channel through which 
ideas run from the senses, and partly because in its 
origin it is itself a sensation. Therefore, according to 
him, the only question is as to the way in which our 
contect with nature supplies us with ideas. For in this 
scheme, the faculties of man are solely caused by the 
operation of liis senses. The judgments which we 
forni are, says Condillac, often ascribed to the liand of 
the Deity ; a convenient mode of reasoning, which has 
only arisen from the difficulty of analyzing them. By 
considering liow our judgments actually arise, we can 
alone remove these oUscurities. "Hie fact is, that the 
attention we give to an object is nothing but the sensa- 
tion which that object excites ; atid wliat we call 
ahstnict ideas are merely different %vays of being 
attentive. Ideas being thus generated, the subse- 
quent process is very simple. To attend to two ideas 
at the same time, is to compare them ; so that qom- 
piiri."-on is not a result of attention, but is rather the 
attcMition itself. 'I’his at once gives us the faculty of, 
judging, because direc'tly we institute a comparison, 

Whollier or not Locke held that reflection is an imio- 
pendent as well as a separate fa^uilty, is uncertain; because 
pa.ssfig'es could be quoted from his writings to prove oithor tbs 
affirraativo or the negative. Dr Vf hewell justly remarks, that 
Locke uses the word so vaguely as to “ allow hb diseipbs to 
make of his lioctrinos what they please." History of Moral 
Philosophi, 1852, p. 71. , . ' 
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we do of necessity form a judgment. Tliusj too^ 
inemory is a transformed sensation ; wliile the imagina- 
tion is nothing but memory, which, being carried to its 
highest possible vivacity, makes what is absent appear 
to be present. The imjjressious we receive from the 
external world being, therefore, not the cause of our 
faculties, but being the faculties themselves, the con- 
clusion to which we are driven is inevitable. it 
follows, says Condillac, that in man nature is the 
beginning of all ; lliat to nature w'e owe the whole 
of our knowledge ; that we only instruct ourselves 
according to her lessons ; and that the entire art of 
reasoning consists in continuing the work which she 
has appointed us to perform. 

It is so impossible to mistake the tendency of these 
views, that 1 need not attempt to estimate their result 
otherwise than by measuring the extent to which they 
were adopted. Indeed, the zeal witli ndiich they were 
x^o^v carried into every department of knowledge, can 
only surpi'ise those who, being led by their habits of 
mind to study history in its separate fragments, have 
not accustomed themselves to consider it as au united 
wdiole, and who, therefore, do not perceive that in 
every great epoch there is some one idea at work, 
wdiich is more pow'erfui than any other, and which 
shapes the events of tiie time and determines their 
ultimate issue. In France, during the latter half of 
the eighteenth century, this idea was, the inferiority 
of the internal to the e.xternai. Jt was this dangerous 
hut plausible principle which drevp tlje attenti<n.i of 
men from the cliurch to the shite ; which was seen in 
Helvetius the most celebrated of the French moraiists, 
and in Condillac the most celebrated of the French 
metaphysicians. It was this same princijde vrhich, by 
increasing if I may so say, the repuhition of Nature, 
induced tiie ablest thinkers to devote Ihemselves to a 
study of her laws, and to abandon those other pursuits 
which had been popular in the preceding age. in 
consequence of this movement, such wonderful addi- 
tions were made to every branch of physical science. 
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thatraore new truths concerning the external world 
were discovered in France during the latter half of the 
eighteeulh century than during ail the previous periods 
put together. I’he details of these diseovex’ies, so far 
ns they have been subservient to the general purposes 
of civiliz/ition, will he related in another ])lace ; at 
present 1 will indicate only the most prominent, in 
order that the reader may understand tiie course, of 
the suhse(jueut argument, and may see the connexion 
between them and the French Revolution. 

Taking a general view of the exteriial world, we may 
•say, that the three most important forces by which the 
operations of nature are effected, are heat, light, and 
electricity ; including under this last magnetic and 
galvanic phenomena. On all these subjects the French, 
for the first tiiiie, now exerted themselves with signal 
.success. In regard to heat, not only were the materials 
for subsequent induction collected with indefatigable 
industry, but liefore that generation passed away, the 
induction was actually made ; for while the laws of its 
radiackm were worked out by Prevost,^^® tliose of its 
conduction were established by Fourier, who, just 
before the Revolution, employed himself in raising 
thermotics to a science by the deductive application of 
that celelmated matlieraatical theory which he contrived, 
and wliich still bears his name. In regard to electricity, 
it i.s enough to notice, during the same period, the 
important experiments of D’Alibard, followed by those 
vast labours of Coulomb, which brought electrical 
phenomena under the jurisdiction of the mathematics, 
and thus completed what (Epinus had already pre- 
pared.®'’^ As to the laws of light, those ideas were 
now accumulating which rendered possible the great 

350 Prevost ' 9 ?as professor at Geneva; but his great views 
■were followed up in Franco by Dulong and Petit ; and the 
celebrated theory of dew by Dr Wells is merely an application 
of them. Hmchd's Nat. Philosophy, pp. 163, 315, 316. 

551 Coulomb’s memoirs on electricity and magnetism were 
published from 1782 to 1789. Fi/th, Rqiort of Bril. .-Is.w. 
p, 4. ■ 
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steps that, at the close of the century, were taken by 
Malus, and still later by Fresnel.^““' Both of these 
eminent Freuchnieu not only made important aihliiiou?; 
to our kiio^vledge of double refraction, but Malus dis- 
covered the polarization of light, undoubtedly the most 
spleiulid contribution received by optical science since 
the analysis of the solar rays. It was also, in con- 
sequence’ of this, that Fresnel began those profoumi 
researches which placed on a solid basis that groat 
midulatory tlieory of which iiooke, Huygens, and 
above ail ’Young, are to be deemed the founders, and 
by which the corpuscular theory of Newton was filially 
overthrown.'*^ 

I'hus much as to the jirogress of French knowledge 
respecting those parts of nature wliich arc in them- 
selves invisible, and of wliich vve cannot tell whether 
they have a material e.vistence, or whether they are 
mere conditions and properties of other bodies.®'^ The 

sr >2 Prosnfc] belongs to the present century ; but Id. Biot Piiyn 
that the researches of Malus bcg:in before the passage of ifjo 
Ehine in 17117. Biot's Life of 31alv.s, in Jiio'/. Unic. vol. xsvi. 
p.412. 

The struggle betv/een these rival tbeoriois, and the ea.so 
ivith uhich a ujun of such immeii.’O powo.'-.s as Young was nut 
do’wn, au 1. as it wore, suppressed, by tho.sG ignorant protendera 
who presumed to criticise him, will be related in anc 5 hcv part 
of this work, as a valuable illustration of the bi-tory and hubita 
of tbe English mind, , At present the eontniversy i-' finiaheJ, 
so far as Iho advocate.^ of emission are concerned; but there 
are still diHicultfes on the other side, which shoiild isave pre, 
vented Dr Whewoll from expressing himself with such extremc- 
po.sitivencfs on an unexhausted subject. This abl" writijr 
sa 3 's: “The undulatory theory of light; tbe only diHcovery 
which can .stand Iw the side of the theory of universal 
gravitation, as a deetrine belonging to the sanm order, for its 
generality, its fertility, and its certainty." mil's But. of 
the J/kIuc. ikienofs, vol. ii. p. 42f»; see also p. 508, 

s®* As to the supposed imposssibility of conceiving the 
oxistonce of matter without properties which give rise to 
force.s (note in Paget's Lectures on PatkoliHig, IfeHo, vol. i 
p. 61 1, there are two reasons which prevent n'se from attaching 
much weight to it. First, a coneention which., in one stage of 
anowiedge, is called impoasiblo, becomes, in a lator -stage. 
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immense value of these discoveries^ as increasing- the 
number of knoivri truths^ is incontestable : butj at the 
same time, another class of discoveries was made, 
■a-hich, dealing more palpably with the visible world, 
and being also more easily understood, produced more 
hninediate results, and, as 1 shall presently show, 
exercised a remarkable influence in strengthening that 
democratic tendency ivhicli accompanied the French 
Revolution, it is imposssible, xvithin the limits i have 
assigned to myself, to give anything like an adequate 
notion of the marvellous activity with which the 
French now pushed their researches into every depart- 
ment of the organic and inorganic world : still it is, I 
think, practicable to compress into a few pages such a 
summary of the more salient points as will afford the 
reader some idea of what was done by that generation 
of great thinkers which flourwhed in France during the 
latter half of the eigliteentli century. 

If we confine our view to the globe we inhabit, it 
must be allowed that chemistry and geology are the 
two sciences which not only offer the fairest proniisc, 
but already contain the largest generalizations. 'J’he 
reason of "thi.s will become 'clear, if we attend to the 
ideas on which these two great subjects are based. _ The 
idea of chemistry, is the study of composition ; the 
idea of gtudogy, is the study of position, llie object 
of the first is, to learn the laws which goveni the 
properties of matter ; the object of tbe second is, to 
fearu the lau's which govern its locality. In chemistr]'-, 
we i'xperiment ; in geology, we observe. In cbemistry, 
^ve deal with the molecular arrangement of the smallest 

perfectly easy, and so natural as to be often termed necessary. 
•Secondly, however indis-solublo the connexion may appear 
lictween force and matter, it was not found fatal to the 
dynamical theory of Leibnitz; it has not prevented other 
eiriiaent thinkers from holding sitnilai’ views *, and tbe 
arguments of Berkeley, though constantly attacked, have 
never been refuted. ... „ e 

3S5 Every eheuiical decomposition being only a new form of 
■ composition, liohin, et Verdeil Chimk AMiomique, voL i. pp. 

45b, 45(3, 49S. • 
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atoms ; in geology, with the cosmological arrange- 
ment of the largest masses. Hence it is that the 
chemist by his minuteness, and tlie geologist by his 
grandeur, touch the two extremes of the material uni- 
verse ; and, starting fronj these opposite points, have, 
as 1 could easily prove, aconstontly increasing tendency 
to bring under their own authority sciences which have 
at present an independent existence, and which, for the 
sake of a division of labour, it is still convenient to 
study separately ; though it must be the business of 
philosophy, properly so called, to integrate them into 
a complete and effective whole. Indeed it is oiivious, 
that if we knew all the laws of the coinpositit>n of 
matter, and likewise all the law-s of its position, w’e 
should likewise know all the changes of vrhich matter 
is capable spontaneously, that is, when uninterrupted 
by the mind of man. Every phenomenon wliich any 
given substance presents must be caused either by 
something taking place in the substance, or else by 
something taking place out of it, hut acting upon it ; 
while what occurs within must be explicable by its own 
composition, and W'hat occurs wdtliout must be due to 
its position in relation to the objects by tvhich it is 
affected. This is an exhaustive statement of every 

e sible contingency, and to one of these two classes of 
s everything must be referrible ; even those irn's- 
terious forces whicii, whether they he emanations from 
matter, or wlietiier they be merely properties of matter, 
must in an ultimate analysis depend either ou the in- 
ternal arrangement, or else on the external locality of 
their physical antecedents. However convenient, 
therefore, it may be, in the present state of our kjiow- 
Icdge, to speak of vital principles, imponderable fluids, 
and elastic a'thers, such terms can only l)epn>visionril 3 aud 
are to be considered as mere names for that resi<iui; of 
unexplained facts, wliich it will be the business of future 
sse Wb&t is erroneously called the atoniie theory, is, properly 
speaking, an hypothesis, and not a theory : but iiypothosis 
though it be, it is by its aid that we wield the dootiin© of 
defioita proportions, the cotaer-stona of chemistry. 
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ages to bring under generalizations wide enougb to 
coA'er and include the whole. ■ 

These ideas of composition and of position being thus 
the basis of all natural science, it is not surprising that 
elieraistry and geology, which are their best, but still 
their insufficient, representatives, should in modem 
times have made more progress than any other of the 
great branches of human knowledge. Although the 
chemists and geologists have not yet risen to the full 
height of their respective subjects,®®^ there are few 
things more curious than to note the way in which, 
during the last two generations, tliey have been rapidly 
expanding their views— encroaching on topics with 
which, at first sight, they appeared to have no concern 
, — making other branches of inquiry tributary to their 

own — and collecting from every quarter that intel- 
lectual wealth which, long hidden in obscure corners, 
had been wasted in the cultivation of special and inferior 
pursuits. I'his, as being one of the great intellectual 
characteristics of the present age, 1 shall liereafter 
examine at considerable length ; but what I have now 
to show is, that in these two vast sciences, which, 
though still very imperfect, must eventually be 
superior to all others, the first impoj’tant steps were 
made by Frenchmen during the latter half of the 
eighteenth century. 

That we owe to France the existence of chemistry as 
a science, will be admitted by everyone who uses fcbe 
wonl science in the sense in which alone it ought to be 
‘ tmderstood, namely, as a body of generalizations so 

irrefragaltly true, that, though they may be subse- 
quently covered by higher generalizations, they caiiuot 
be overthrown by them ; mother words, generalizations 
which may be absorbed, but not refuted. In this point 
of view, there are iii the history of chemistry only tiiree 
great stages. The first stage was the ' dekrucliou of 
the phlogistic theory, and the estahlishment, upon its 
SS7 Many of them being still fettered, in geology by the 
' hypothesis of catastrophes ; in. chemistry, by the hypothesis 

of vit&i forces. 
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ruinsj of the doctrines of oxidation, comhustion and 
respiration. 7’he second stage was the establishment 
of the principle of dehnite proportions, and the appli- 
cation to it of the atomic hypothesis. The third stage, 
above which we have not yet risen, consists in the 
union of chemical and electrical laws, au<l in the 
progress we arc making towards fusing into one 
gtmeralization their separate phenomena. W'hich of 
these three stage-s iva.s in its own age the most 
viilualde, is not now the question ; hut it is certain 
that the fir.st of them was the work of Lavoisier, 
by far the greatest of the French chemists. Refore 
him several important points had been cleared np by 
the English chemists, w'ho.se experiments ascertained 
the existence of bodies formerly unknown. The Iink.S!, 
however, to connect the facts, were still wanting ; 
and until Lavoisier entered the field, there %verc no 
generalizations wide enough to entitle chemistry to he 
called a science ; or, to speak more ju-operiy, the only 
large generalization coinnifjnly received was that by 
Stahl, which the great Frenchman jiroved to be not 
only imperfect, but altogether inaccurate. A notice 
of the vast discoveries of Lavoi.sier will be found in 
many well knmvn books : it is enough to say, that he 
not only worked out tlie laws of the oxidation of bodies 
and of their coinbu.«tion, but that he is the author of 
the true theory of respiration, tlie purely chemical 
character of wliich he first demonstrated ; thus laying 
the foundation of those view.s respecting the functions 
of food, which tlie German chemists sub.seqnently 
deiudoped, and which, as 1 have pro'i'ed in tlie second 
chapter of this Introduction, may he applied to solve 
some great problems in the history of i^lan. The 
merit of this was so obviously due to France, that 
though tlie system now established was quickly adopted 
in other countries,^® it received the name of tile French 

3® According to Mr HarcOurfi {Brit. Assoc. Mepovt for 183h, 
p. 10), Cavendish has this merit, so far as Knglanh is con- 
cerned : “ He, first of all his contetnrioraries, did justice to the 
rival theory recently proposed by Lavoisier." 
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chemistry.®®® At the same tiraej the old nomenclature 
being full of old errors, a new one was required, and 
here again France took the initiative ; since this great 
rei’onnation was begun by four of her most eminent 
chemists, who ilourished only a few years before the 
Revolution.®®® 

IVhiie one divi.sion of the French thinkers was re- 
ducing to order the apparent irregularities of chemical 
phenomena, another division of them was performing 
preci.sely the same service for geology, nie first step 
toxvai'ds popularizing this noble study was taken by 
RufFon, who, in the middle of the eighteenth century, 
broached a geological theory, which, thoug-h not quite 
original, excited attention by its eloquenee, and by the 
lofty speculations with which he connected it.®®^ ITiis 
wa.« followed by the more special but still important 
labours of Roueile. Desmarest, Dolomieu, and Mont- 
Io.sier, w’ho, in less tliau forty years, effected a com- 
}.'Iete revolution in the ideas of Frenchmen, by 
fiuniliarizing them with the strange conception, that 
the surface of our planet, even wdiere it appears 
perfectly stable, is conshmtly undergoing most exten- 
sive changes, it began to be understood, that this 
perpetual flux takes place not only in those parts of 
nature which are obviously feeble and evanescent, but 

358 “La chiinio fraujaise." Thmmon’s Mist, of Chemistry, 
vol. ii jir>. 101, 130. 

88® “The fir.st attempt to form a systematic ohomieal nomen- 
claturo was mi ie by Lavoisier, Berthollet, G. de Morveau, and 
fourcToy, soon after the discovery of oxygen gas.” Tumet''s 
Chmistry, vol. i. p. 127. Cuvier {Proyres des Sciences, voi. i. 
p. 39) aud llobin at Verdeil [Chwiie Anaioviiejue, vol. i. pp. B02, 
003) ascribe the cliief merit to De Morveau. Thomson says 
(JiU. of Chem hire, vol. ii. p. 133); “this new nomenclature 
von’ soon made its way into every part of Europe, and became 
the' eoraiiKm language of chemists, in spito of the prejudices 
entertained against it, and the opposition which it everywhere 
mot with.” 

861 The famou.s central he.at of Buffon is often supposed to 
have Ix-en token from Leibnitz ; but, thouj^h vaguely taught by 
the ancients, the real founder of the doctrine appears to' have 
been Descartes. 
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also iu those which seem to possess every element of 
strength and permanence, such as the mountains of 
granite which wall the globe, and are the shell and 
encasement in which it is held. As soon as the mind 
became hahituated to this notion of universal change, 
the time was ripe for the appearance of some great 
tliinker, who shouhl generalize the .scattered observa- 
tions, and form them into a science, by connecting 
them with some other department of knowledge, of 
which the laws, or, at all events, the empirical 
uniformitie.s, had been already a.scertained. 

It vvas at this point, and while the inquiries of 
geologists, notwith-standing their value> were .still crude 
and unsettled, that the sulqect was taken up by Cuvier, 
one of the greatest naturalists Europe has ever pro- 
duced. A few others there are wiio have surpassed 
him in depth ; but in comprehensiveness it would be 
hard to find his superior ; and the immense range of 
his studies gave him a peculiar advantage in surveying 
the operations and dependencies of the e.x:ternai 
world. 'J'his remarkable man is unquestionably the 
founder of geology as a science, since he is not only 
the first who saw the necessity of bringing to bear upon 
it the generalizations of comparative anatomy, but he 
is also the first who actually, executing this great idea, 
succeeded in co-ordinating tlie study of the strata of 
the earth with the study of the fossil animals found in 
them.^^ Shortly before his researches were published, 

362 This coiu}»rohensivePe.=is of Cuvier is Justly reinarkftd i)y 
M. Flouj'ons as the leading charauterir^tic of his niii:d. 
Fhurens^ Hid. des Travunx de t’uider, pp. "d, 142, 30U : *' ce 
qui caracttlriso partout M. Cuvier, o’est 1‘esprit vsiste.” 

363 Hence ho is called by Mr Owen, “the founder of palicon- 

iological science." Otnen on Fosni Mtmvwlut, in of 

Brit, Attgon. fur 1313, p. 208, It wa.s in 17110 that there wore 
thus “opened to him entirely new views of the theory of tho 
earth." p. 209. See also Bakewdl's Geolnaif, ji. Stl8 ; and 
3/ Hue Edtsardi, Zooiotjie, part ii. p. 279. The importance of 
this steq) is becoming more evident every year ; and it ha,-, 
been justly remarked, that without pa!a;ontoiogy there would 
Lli, properly speaking, no geology. Balfour's Jiofany, 1S40, 
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many valuable facts bad indeed been collected respect- 
tbe separate stratsi ; the primary formations being- 
investigated by the Germ-ans, the secondary ones by 
the fiiiglish. But these observations, notwithstanding 
their merit, were isolated ; and they lacked tlvat vast 
conception which gave unity and grandeur to the 
whole, by connecting inquiries concerning the in- 
organic changes of tiie surface of the globe with other 
inquiries concerning the organic changes of the 
animals the surface contained, . 

Ho\v completely this immense step is due to Prance, 
is evident not only from the part played by Cuvier, but 
also from the admitted fact, that to the French we owe 
our knowletlge respecting tertiary strata, in which 
the organic remains are most numerous, and the 
general analogy to our present state is most intimate.®®* 
Another circumstance may likewdse be added, as point- 
ing to the same conclusion. This Is, that the first 
application of the principles of comparative anatomy 
to the study of fossil bones, was also the work of a 
Frenchman, the celeljrated Dauhenton. Hitherto these 
bones had been the object of stupid wonder ; some say- 

p. 591. SirR. MuroWson [Siluria, 1854, p. 366) says, "it is 
essentially the study of organic reniains which has led to the 
clear subdivision of the vast mass of older rooks, which 
were there formerly mergod under the unmeaning term 
‘Grauw'acke.’ " In the same able work, p, 465, wo are told 
that, "in surveying the whole series of formations, the 
practical geologist is fully impressed with the conviction that 
there has, at all periods, subsisted a very intimate connexion, 
between the existence, or, at all events, the preservation of 
animals, and the media in which they have been fossilized.’*: 
For an instance of this in the old red sandstone, see p. 329. 

In the older half of the secondary rocks, mammals aro 
hardly to be found, and they do not hecome common until the 
tertiary. Murchwmi’s Siluria, pp. 466, 467.: and istrickland on 
i>riii(h<iloi 7 y, p. 210 {Hrii. Assoc, far 1844). So too in the 
vegetable kingdom, many of the plants in the tertiary strata 
belong to genera still existing ; but this is rarely the case with 
the .secondary strata; while in the primary strata, even the 
families are dilYorent to those now found on the earth. Bed- 
four’s Botany, pp, 592, 593. 
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ing that they were rained "from heaven^, others saying 
that they were the gigantic limbs of the aiicieui; 
patriarchs, men who were believed to be bill because 
they were known to be Such idle conceits were 

for ever destroyed by Daubeuton, in a Memoir he 
published in 17G2 ; w’ith which, however, we are not 
now concerned, except that it is evidence of tlie state 
■of the French mind, and is worth noting as a precursor 
of the discoveries of Cuvier. 

By this union of geology and anatomy, there wa.s 
first* introduced into the study of nature a clear con- 
ception of the magnificent doctrine of universal change ; 
while at the same time there grew up by ite siile a 
conception equally steady of the regularity with which 
the changes are accomplished, and of the undeviating 
laws by which they are governed. Similar ideas had 
no doubt been occasionally held in preceding ages ; but 
the great Frenchmen of the eighteenth century were 
the first who applied them to the entire structure of 
the globe, and who thus prepared the way for that still 
higher view for xvhich their minus were not yet ripe,“® 

ss® M, Geoffi'oy Saint Hilaire (Anomaites de I’OrffavdstUion, 
vol. i. pp. l’il-127) has collected some evidence respecting' the 
■opinions formerly held on these subjects. Auiung other 
instiinces, he mention^ a learned man named lieurion, an 
academician, and, I supi)Ose; a theologian, who in 1718 pnb- 
lialiod a work, in which “ il assignait a Adam cent vingt-troia 
pieds neuf potxces ; " Noah being twenty feet shorter, and so 
•on. ^ The bones of elephaiJts were .sometimes taken fur giante. 

m Even Cuvier held the doctrine of cabtstrujdn.'is ; hist, as 
Bir Charles Lyell .say.s {Principles of Otohyn, p. fibj, bis own 
fli.seoveries supplied the me.ans of overihrowing it, ari<l of 
familiarizing as with the idea of continuity. Indeed it wa.s one 
of the fossil okservatiuns of Cuvier which iirst .supplied the link 
between reptiles, fishes, and cetaceous mammal.-^. 'Fo tlii- i 
may add, that Cuvier unconsciously prepared the way for dis- 
turbing the old dogma of fixity of s}je.c!es, though he him.'^mf 
clung to it to the la.st. See some ok-t-rvatious, tv hi' ii aru vary 
remarkable, cousi’ieriag the iteriod when they vvere written, in 
liapports du et du J/wra/, pp, 427, ■J2S ; con- 

clusions drawn from Oavier, which Cuvier wouhi have himself 
■xejectod. 
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Imt to which, in our own time the most ad^^anced 
thinkers are rapidly rising. For it is now beginning 
to be uuderstoodj that since every addition to know- 
ledge affords fresh proof of the regularity with wliich 
all the changes of nature are conducted^ we are bound 
to believe that the same regularity existed long before 
our little planet assumed its present form, and long 
before man trod the surface of the earth. We have 
the most abundant evidence that the movements in- 
cessantly occurring in the material world have a char- 
acter of uniformity ; and this uniformity is so clearly 
marked, that in astronomy, the most perfect of all the 
sciences, we are able to predict events many years 
before they actually happen ; nor can any one doubt, 
that if on other subjects our science were equally 
advanced, our predictions would he equally accurate. 
It is, therefore, clear that the burden of proof lies not 
on those who assert the eternal regularity of nature, 
but rather on those who deny it ; and who set up an 
imaginary period, to which they assign an imaginary 
catastrophe, during which they say new laws were 
introduced and a new order established. Such 
gratuitous assumptions, even if they eventually turn 
out to be true, are in the present state of knowledge 
unwarrantable, and ouglit to be rejected, as the last 
remains of those theological prejudices by which the ’ 
march of every science has in its turn been hindered. 
ITiese and all analogous notions work a double mis- 
chief. They are mischievous, because they cripple the 
human mind by imposing limits to its inquiries ; and 
above all they arc mischievous, because they weaken 
that vast conception of continuous and uninterrupted 
law, which .few indeed are able firmly to seize, but on 
which the highest generalizations of future science 
must ultimately depend. 

It is this deep conviction, that changing phenomena 
have unchanging laws, and that there are principles of 
order to which all apparent disorder may be referred,— 
it is this, which, in the seventeenth century, guided in 
a limited field Bacon, Descartes, and Newton ; which 
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in the eighteenth century was applied to every part of 
the material universe ; and which it is the business 
of the nineteenth century to extend to the history of 
the human intellect. I’his last department of inquiry 
we owe chiefly to Germany ; for, with the single excep- 
tion of Vico, no one even suspected the possibility of 
arriving at complete generalizations respecting the 
progress of man, until shortly before the French 
Revolution, when the great German thinkers began to 
cultivate this, the highest and most difficult of all 
studies. But the French themselves were too much 
occupied with physical science to pay attention to such 
matters ; and generally speaking-, we may say that, 
in the eighteentli century, each of the three leading 
nations of Europe had a separate part to play. England 
diffused a love of freedom ; France, a knowledge of 
physical science ; while Germany, aided in some degree 
by Scotland, revived the study of metaphysics, and 
created the study of philosophic history. To this 
classilication some exceptions may of course be made ; 

387 Neither Montesquieu nor Turgot appear to have believed 
in the possibility of generalizing the past, so as to predict the 
future ; while as to Voltaire, the weakest point in his other- 
wise profound view of history, was his love of the old saying, 
that great events spring from little causes ; a singular error for ■ 
so comprehensive a mind, because it depended on confusing 
causes with conditions. That a man like Voltaire should have 
committed what now seems so gross a blunder, is a mortifying 
reflection for those who are able to appreciate his vast and 
penetrating genius, and it may teach the best of us a whole- 
some lesson. This fallacy was avoided by Montesquieu and 
Turgot ; and the former writer, in particular, displayed such 
extraordinary ability, that there can be little doubt, tliat had 
he lived at a later j»eriod, and thus had the means of employ- 
ing in their full extent the resources of political economy and 
physical science, he would have had the honour not only of 
lajing the basis, but also of rearing the structure of the philo- 
sophj'- of the history of Man. As it was, he failed in conet-iving 
■what is the final object of every scientific inquiry, namely, the 
power of foretelling the future; and after his death in 175.fi, 
all the finest intellects in Prance, Voltaire alone excepted, 
concentrated their attention upon the study of natural 
phenomena. 
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bui; that tliese were tbe marked cliaracteristics of the 
three countries^ is certain. After the death of Locke 
in ].704j and that of Newton in 1727, there was in 
England a singular dearth of great speculative thinkers ; 
and this not because the ability was wanting, but 
because it was turned partly into practical pursuits, 
partly into political contests. I shall hereafter examine 
the causes of this peculiarity, and endeavour to ascer- 
tain the extent to which it has induenced tlie fortunes 
of the country. That the results were, on the whole, 
beneficial, I entertain no doubt; but they were un~ 
questionaidy injurious to tlie progres.s of science, 
because they tended to divert it from all new truths, 
except those likely to produce olndous and practical 
benefit. The consequence was, that though tbe English 
made several great discoveries, they did not posse.ss, 
during seventy years, a single man who took a really 
comprehensive viewof the phenomena of nature ; not one 
who could be compared with those illustrious thinkers, 
who in France reformed every branch of physical 
knowledge. Nor was it until more tiian two genera- 
tions after the death of Newton, that the first symptoms 
appeared of a remarkable reaction, which quickly dis- 
played itself in nearly every department of the national 
intellect. In physics, it is enough to mention Dalton, 
Davy, and Young, each of whom was in his own field 
the founder of anew epoch; while on other subjects 
I can only just refer, first, to the influence of the 
Scotch school ; and, secondly, to that sudden and well- 
deserved admiration for the Gei-man literature, of 
which Coleridge was the principal exponent, and which 
infused into the English mind a taste for generaliza- 
tion.s higher and more fearless than any hitherto known. 
Ibe history of this viist movement, which began early 
in the nineteenth century, will be traced in the future 
volumes of this work ; at present I merely notice it, as 
illustrating the fact, that until the movement began, 
the English, though superior to the French in several 
matters of e.xtreme importance, were for many years 
inferior to them in those large and philosoph ic views. 
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without which not only is the most patient inrlustry of 
no avail, but even real discoveries lose their proper 
value, for want of such habits of generalization as would 
trace their connexion with each other, and consolidate 
their severed fragments into one vast system of com- 
plete and harmonious truth. 

The interest attached to these inquiries has induced 
rue to treat them at greater length than 1 had intended ; 
perhaps at greater length than is suitable to the sug- 
gestive and preparatory character of this Introduction. 
-But the extraordinary success with which the French 
now cultivated physical knowledge, is so curious, on 
account of its connexion with the Revolution, that I 
must mention a few more of its most prominent in- 
stances : though, for the sake of brevitj’’, I will confine 
myself to those three great divisions, which, when put 
together, form what is called Natural History, and in 
all of which we shall see that the most important steps 
were taken in France during the latter half of the 
eighteenth century. 

In the first of these divisions, namely the department 
df zoology, we owe to the Frenchmen of the eighteenth, 
century, thope generalizations which are still the 
highest this branch of knowledge has reached. Taking 
zoology in the proper sense of the term, it consists only 
of two parts, the anatomical part, which is its statics, 
and the physiological part, which is its dynamics ; the 
first referring to the structure of animals ; the other, to 
their functions.®®^ Both of these were worked out, 
nearly at the same time, by Cuvier and Bichat ; and 

The line of demarcation between anatomy as statical, and 
physiology as dynamical, i.s clearly drawn by M. Comte (P/aVcj. 
Positive, vol. iii. p. 303) and by MM. Robin et Verdeil [Chimin 
Analomuiv^, vol. i, pp. 11, 12, 40, 102, 188, 434). "What is said 
by Caras [ComparaXive Anatomy, vol. ii. p. 356) and by Sir Ben- 
jamin Brodie [Ledwes on Pathology mwL Surgery, p. 6) comes 
nearly to the same thing, thouj^i expresssod with less precision. 
On the other hand, M. Milne Edwards [Zoolngie, part i. p. 9) 
calls physiology “la science de la vie”; which, if true, would 
simply prove that there is no physiology at all, for there cer- 
tainly is at present no science of life. 
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the leading' conclusions at which they arrived j remain^ 
after the lapse of sixty years, undisturbed in their 
essential points. In ITdo, Cuvier laid down the 
great principle, that the study and classification of 
aninials n'lis to be, not as heretofore, with, a view 
to external peculiarities, hut with a view to internal 
organization ; and that, therefore, no real advance 
could be made in our knowledge except by ex- 
tending the boundaries of comparative anatomy. 
I'his step, simple as it now appears, was of immense 
iinxjortance, since by it zoology was at onc(5 rescued 
from the hands of the observer, and thrown into 
those of the experimenter ; the consequence of which 
has been the attainment of that precision and accuracy 
of detail, which e.xperiinent alone can give, and which 
is every way superior to such popular facts as observation 
supplies. By thus indicating to naturalists the true path 
of inquiry, by accustoming them to a close and severe 
method, and by teaching them to despise those vague 
description.s in which they had formerly delighted, 
Cuvier laid the foundation of a progress, which, during 
the last sixty years, has surpassed the most sanguine 
e.xpectatioiis. This, then, is the real service rendered 
by Cuvier, that he overthrew the artificial system 
which the genius of Linnaeus had raised up, and 
substituted in its place that far supeidor scheme which 
gave the freest scope to future inquiry : since, accord- 
ing to it, all systems are to be deemed imperfect and 
provisional so long as anjdliing remains to be learned 
respecting the corajiarative anatomy of the animal 
kingdom. The influence exercised by this great view 
was increased by the extraordinary skill and industry 
with which its proposer followed it" out, and proved the 
practicability of his own precepts. His additions to our 
knowledge of comparative anatomy are probably more 
numerous than those made by any other man ; but 
what has gained him most celebrity is, the compre- 
hensive spirit with which he used what he acquired. 
Independently of other generalizations, he is the author 
of that vast classification of the whole animal kingdom 
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into vertebrata, moUusca, articulataj and radiata ; 
a classification which keeps its ground, and is one of 
the most remarkable instances of that large and 
philosophic spirit which France brought to bear upon 
the phenomena of the material world. 

Great, however, as is the name of Cuvier, a greater 
still remains behind. I allude, of course, to Bichat, 
whose reputation is steadily iucreasiiig as our knowledge 
advances, and who, if we compare the shortness of his 
life with the reach and depth of his views, must be 
pronounced the most profound thinker and the most 
consummate observer by whom the organization of the 
animal frame has yet been studied,^^^ He wanted, 
indeed, that comprehensive knowledge for which Cuvier 
was remarkable ; hut though, on this account, his 
generalizations were drawn from a smaller surface, 
they were, on the other hand, less provisional : they 

368 Tile foundations of this celebrated an’angement were laid 
by Cuvier, in a paper read in 1795. Wliewdl's History of tin 
iTiduc. Sciences, vol. iii. p. 494. It appears, however ^Flourms, 
Tramux de CiLvier, pp. 69, 70), that it was in, or just after, 
1791, that the dissection of some mollusca suggested to him the 
idea of reforming the classification of the whole animal 
kingdom. 

^0 The only formidable opposition made to Cuvier's arrange- 
ment hjis proceeded from the advocates of the doctrine of 
circular progression ; a remarkable theory, of which Lamarck 
and Macleay are the real originators, and which is certainly 
supported by a considerable amount of evidence. Still, among 
the great majority of competent zoologists, the fourfold division 
holds its ground, although the constantly-increasing accuracy 
of microscopical observations has detected a nervous system 
much lower in the scale than was formerly suspected, and has 
thereby induced some anatomists to divide the radiata into 
acrita and nematoneura. As, however, it seems probable that 
all animals have a distinct nervous system, this subdivision is 
only provisional ; and it is very likely that when our microscopes 
are more improved, we shall have to return to Cuvier’s arrange- 
ment. Some of Cuvier’s successors have removed the apodou* 
ochinoderms from the radiata; but in this Mr Kymer Joneu 
(Anirnal 1< hiydom, p. 211). vindicates the Cuverian classification, 

871 We may except Aristotle; but between Aristotle and 
Bichat, I can find no middle man. 
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were, I think, more complete, and certainly they dealt 
with more momentous topics. For, the atteutioii of 
Bichat was pre-eminently directed to the human 
frame in the largest sense of the W'ord ; his object 
being’ so to investigate the organization of man, as to 
rise, if possible, to some knowledge concerning the 
cause.s and nature of life. In this magnificent enter- 
prise, considered as a whole, he failed ; but what he 
eifected in certain parts of it is so e.’itraordiiiary, and 
has given such an impetus to some of the highest 
branches of iiujuiry, that I will briefly indicate his 
method, in order to compare it with that other method, 
which, at the same moment, Cuvier adopted with 
immense success. 

I’lie important step taken by Cuvier was, that he 
insisted on the necessity of a comprehensive study 
of the organs of animals, instead of following the old 
plan of merely describing their habits and external 
peculiarities. This was a vast improvement, since, in 
the place of loose and popular observations, he sub- 
stituted direct experiment, and hence introduced into 
zoology a precision formerly un known. But Bichat, 

sra Experiments on inferior animals, •(rhich aided this ^eat 
physiologist in establishing tho.se vast generalizations, which, 
though applied to man, were by no means collected merely 
from human anatomy. The impossibility of understanding 
physiology without studying comparative anatomy, is well 
pointod out in Mr Rymer Jones’s work, Organizaiiori, of ike 
Animal Kingdom, 1855, pp. 601, 791. 

873 Mr Swain.son {Geography atul Classification of Aniinals, 
p. 170) complains, strangely enough, that Cuvier “ rejects the 
more plain and obvious characters which every one win see, 
and which had been so happily employed by Linnisus, and 
makes the dilTorences between these groups to depend upon 
ciroum.stanoo.s which no one but an anatomist can understand." 
See also p. 173: “characters which, however good, are not 
always comprehensible, except to the anatomist.” (Compare 
Modgso-noti (he Ornithology of Nepal, in Asiaiie ResearcMs, vol. 
xix. 'p. 179, Calcutta, 1836.) In other words, this is a com- 
plaint that Cuvier attempted to raise smology to a science, and, 
therefore, of course, deprived it of some of ^its popular attrac- 
tions, in order to invest it with other attractions of a far higher 
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with a still keener insight, saw that even this was not 
enongli. He saw that, each organ being composed of 
different tissues, it was reqj^uisite to study the tissues 
themselves, before we could learn the way in which, 
by their combination, the organs are produced. This, 
like all really great ideas, was not entirely struck out 
by a single man ; for the physiological value of the 
tissues had been recognised by three or four of the 
immediate predecessors of Bichat, such as Carmichael 
Smyth, Bonn, Bordeu, and Fallopius. These inquirers, 
however, notwithstanding their industry, had effected 
nothing of much moment, since, though they collected 
several special facts, there was in their observations 
that want of harmony and that general incompleteness 
always characteristic of the labours of men who do not 
rise to a commanding view of the subject with which 
they deal.®'^ 

It was under these circumstances that Bichat began 
those researches, which, looking at their actual and 
still more at their prospective results, are probably the 
most valuable contribution ever made to physiology by 
a single mind. In 1801, only a year before his death, 
he published his great work on anatomy, in which the 
study of the organs is made altogether subservient to 
the study of the tissues composing them. He lays it 
down, that the body of man consists of twenty-one 
distinct tissues, all of which, though essentially 
different, have in common the two great properties of 
extensibility and contractility. These tissues he, with 

character. The errors introduced into the natural sciences by 
relying upon observation instead of experiment, have been 
noticed by many writers ; and by none more judiciously than 
M. Saint Hilaire in his Anotnalm de I' Organisatim, voL i, 
98, 

It is very doubtful if Bichat was acquainted with the 
works of Smyth, Bonn, or Fallopius, and 1 do not remember 
that ho anywhere even mentions their names. He had, how- 
ever, certainly studied Bordeu ; but I .suspect that the author 
by whom he was most influenced was Pinel, whose pathological 
generalizations were put forward just about the time when 
Bichat began to write. 
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indefatifjable industry ,3’’“ subjected to every sort of 
examination ; he examined tiiein in diifercnt ag’os 
and diseases^ with a view to ascerhiia the l^avvs of 
tlieir normal and pathological development.^'*’ He 
.studied the way each tissue is affected by moisture^ 
air^ and temperature ; also the way in wliicfn their 
properties are altered by various chemical substances^ 
and even their effect on the taste. Ry tin-:;®© 
means^ and by many other experimeiiLs tending in the 
same direction^ he took so great and sudden a step, 

37® Pinel saytij " danfj un soul hivar il ouvrit plus do six cents 
cadavros.” X ot Ice sur Bichat, p. xiii., in vol. i. of Anat. Gits.. 
By such enormous labour, and by working day and night in a 
necessarily polluted atmosphere, ho laid the foundation for 
that diseased habit, which cau.sed a slight accident to pnive 
fatal, and carried him off at the age of thirty-one. 

376 To this sort of comparative anatomy (if it may he m 
called), which before his time scarcely existed, Bichat attocheii 

S at importance, and clearly saw that it would eventually 
ome of the utmost value for pathology. AnuU. Gin. voL i. 
pp, 331, 332, vol. ii. pp. 234-241, vol, iv. p. 417, -S:<s. Un- 
fortunately these investigations were not properly followed up 
by his immediate successors ; and Mliller, writing long after 
his death, was obliged to refer chiefly to Bichat for “ the true 
principles of general pathology, ” Muller's Physiology, 1840, 
vol. i. p. 808. M. Vogel, too, in \A% Paiholoyiml Anaiomy, 
1847, pp. 398, _ 413, notices the error committed by the earlier 
pathologists, in looking at changes in the organs, and neglect- 
ing those in the tissues. That “structure anatomy,” and 
‘“'structural development," are to be made the foundations of 
pathology, is, moreover, observed in Bimoii’s Pathology, 1850, 
p. 115 (compare Prmcivles of Aledicim, 1S48, p. 07), 

who ascribes the chief merit of this “rational pathology" to 
Henle and Schwann ; omitting to mention that they only 
executed Bichat’s scheme, and (be it said with every respect 
for these eminent men) executed it with a eomproherj.sivono.'ij} 
much inferior to that displayed by their great predecessor. 
In Broussais, Emmen des JJactrinea MSdicales, vol, iv. pp. li)6, 
107, there are some just and liberal observations on the 
immonao service which Biehat rendered to pathology. 

377 According to M. Comte {Philos, Pos, vol. iii. p.* 319), no 
one had thought of this before Bichat, MM- Itebin st Vordcii, 
in their recent great work, fully admit the neee.ssity of emph.jy- 
ing this singular resource, Uhimie AnnUmUttie, 1353, voL i, 
pp. 18, 125, 182, 357, 531. 
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that he is to be reg-arded not merely as an innovator 
on an old science, but rather as the creator of a 
new one. And although subsequent observers have 
corrected some of his conclusions, this lias only been 
done by following his method ; the value of which is 
now so generally recognized, that it is adopted by 
nearly all the best anatomists, who, differing in other 
points, are agreed as to the necessity of basing the 
future progress of anatomy on a knoivledge of the 
tissues, the supreme importance of which Bichat was 
the first to perceive.®'’® 

7’he methods of Bichat and of Cuvier, when put 
together, exhaust the actual resources of zoological 
science ; so that all subsequent naturalists have been 
compelled to follow one of these two schemes ; that is, 
either to follow Cuvier in comparing the organs of 
animals, or else to follow Bichat in comparing the 
tissues which compose the organs.®’”-’ And inasmuch 
as one comparison is chiefly suggestive of function, 
and the other comparison of structure, it is evident, 
that to raise the study of the animal world to the 
highest point of which it is capable, both these great 
plans are necessary : but if we ask which of the two 
plans, unaided by the other, is more likely to produce 
important results, the palm must, I think, be yielded 
to that proposed by Bichat. Certainly, if we look at 
the question as one to be decided by authority, a 
majority of the most eminent anatomists and physio- 
logists now incline to the side of Bicliat, rather than 
to that of Cuvier ; while, as a matter of history, it may 
he proved that the reputation of Bichat has, with the 
advance of knowledge, increased more rapidly than 

378 In consequence of this movement, there has sprung up, 
under the name of Jbeifeaera^ioru of Tissues, an entirely new 
branch of morbid anatomy, of which, I believe, no imstance 
will be found before the time of Bichat, but the value of whicli 
is now recognized by most pathologists. 

s™ Ouvier completely neglected the study of tissues ; and in 
the very few instances in which he mentions them, his language 
is extremely vague. 
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that of his great I’ival. IVhat, how'cver, appears to mo 
still more deeisive, is, that the two most important 
discoveries made in oixr time respecting the classi- 
fication of animals, are entirely the result of the 
method which Bichat suggested. The first discovery 
is that made by Agassiz, who, in the course of his 
ichthyological researches, was led to perceive that 
the arrangement by Cuvier according to oi*gans, did 
not fulfil its purpose in regard to fossil fishes, because 
in the lapse of ages the chai-acteristics of their structure 
were destroyed. IJe, therefore, adopted the only 
other remaining plan, and studied the tissues, which, 
being less complex than the organs, are oftener found 
intact. The result was the very remarkable discovery, 
that the tegumenhiry membrane of fishes is so inti- 
mately connected with their organization, that if the 
whole of a fish has perished except this membrane, it is 
practicable, by noting its characteristics, to recon- 
struct the animal in its most essential parts. Of the 
value of this principle of harmony, some idea may he 
formed from the circumstance, that on it Agassiz has 
based the whole of that celebrated classification, of 
which he is the sole author, and by which fossil 
ichthyology has for the first time assumed a precise and 
definite shape. 

The other* discovery, of which the application »is 
much more extensive, was made in exactly the same 
way, Jt consists of the striking fact, that the teeth of 
each animal have a necessary connexion witli the entire 
organization of its frame ; so that, within certain 

S80 Tha disoovories of M. Agassiz are embodied in his great 
work, Rtchivdus sur les Poissons fosdles ; but tha reader who 
may not have an opportunity of consulting that oo.stly puhlioa- 
tion, will find two essays by this oniinent naturalist, which wiE 
give an idea of his treatment of the subject, in Rcpoi-ts of 
Brit. Ame. for 1842, pp. 80-88, and for 1844, pp. 279-310. 
How essential this study is to the geologist, appears from the 
remark of Sir E. Murchison (Siluria, 1854, p. 417), that “ fossE 
fishes have everywhere proved the most exact chronometers of 
the age of rocks. ” 
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limits we can predict the organization by examining 
the tooth. Ibis beautiful instance of the regularity of 
the operations of nature was not knomi until more 
than tlurty years after the death of Bichat, and it is 
evidently due to the prosecution of that method which 
he sedulously inculcated. For the teeth never having 
examined in regard to their separate 
tissiwp It was believed that they were essentially 
devoid of structure, or, as some thought, were simnlv 
minute microscopic inves- 
recently ascertained that the 
tu sucs of the teeth are strictly analogous to those of 
other parts of the body ;-^«2 ,4 ivory, or 

dentine, as it i.s now called,3S3 jg organfzed : 

that It, as well as the enamel, is cellular, and is, in 

which S?T‘f discovery, 

which, to the philosophic anatomist, is pregnant with 
meaning, was made about 1838 ; and thougli the pre- 
SfTw??n Purkinje, Retzius, Ld 

S i ’f* principal merit is due to Nasm}d;h and 
Owen, between whom it is disputed, but whose rival 
claims we are not here called upon to adjust.®®^ What 

reseLhes."'"''^’ was unacquainted with li^ 

I>evelopment, etc of the Teeth, 1849, p. 198. tE pCerte 
of ^ Nasmith’s former booHS 
f^f.same title, and was published in 1839; 
cyAJiJ T “1“*®’ appears to have firat su^- 

P- ?/8-,Tiotbmg IS said about Mr ifa.smyth ; whUe in that ,*n 
aSr\fr Awmluwy, p. 65, edih^SSl, nothing is 

about Mr Owen. A specimen of the justice with which men 
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I wisF to observe is, that the discovery is similar to that 
which we owe to Ag-assiz ; similar in the method by 
which it ^vas worked out, and also in the' results which 
have followed from it. Both are due to a recognition of 
the fundamental ma.vim of Bichat, that the study of 
organs must be subordinate to the study of tissues, and 
both have supplied the most valuable aid to zoological 
classification. On this point, the service rendered by 
Owen is incontestable, whatever may be thought of 
his original claims. This eminent naturalist has, with 
immense industry, applied the discovery to all verte- 
brate animals ; and in an elaborate work, specially 
devoted to the subject, he has placed beyond dispute 
the astonishing fact, that the structure of a single tooth 
is a criterion of the nature and organization of the 
species to which it belongs.®*® 

Whoever has reflected much on the different stages 
through which our knowledge has successively passed, 
must, I think, be led to the conclusion, that while fully 
recognizing the great merit of these investigators of the 
animal frame, our highest admiration ought to be re- 
served not for those who make the discoveries, but 
rather for those who point out how the discoveries are 

treat their eontomporaries. Dr Grant {Supplement io JETaoper's 
2Tedical Diet. 1848, p. 1390) says, “ the researches of Mr 
Owen tend to confirm those of Mr Nasmyth.'* Nasmyth., 
in his last work {Resecerches on the Teeth, 1849, p. 81), only 
refers to Owen to point out an error; while Owen {Odonto- 
graphy, vol, i. pp. xivi.-lvi.) treats Nasmyth a.s an impudent 
plagiarist. 

885 Dr Whewell {Eist. of Indue. Sciences, vol. hi. p. 678) says, 
that “he has carried into everj'- part of the animal kingdom 
an examination founded upon this discovery, and has published 
the results of this in his Odo7itographyR If this able, but 
rather hasty writer, had read the Odontography, he would have 
found that Mr Owen, so far from carrying the oxainma.tion 
“ into every part of the animal kingdom," distinctly confines 
himself to one of the primary divi.sions of the animal king- 
dom”{I quote his own w'ords from Odontography, vol. i. p. 
Ixvii.), and appoara to think, that helow the vortebrata, the 
inquiry would furnish little or no aid for the purposes of classi- 
fication. 
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to be made.®®® Wben tbe true path of inquiry has 
once been, indicated, the rest is comparatively easy. 
The beaten highway is always open ; and the difficulty 
is, not to find those who will travel the old road, but 
those who will make a fresh one. Eveiy age produces 
in abundance men of sagacity and of considerable in- 
dustry, who, while perfectly competent to increase the 
details of a science, are unable to extend its distant 
boundaries. This is because such extension must be 
accompanied by a new method,®®^ which, to be valuable 
as well as new, supposes on the part of its suggester, 
not only a complete mastery over the resources of his 
subject, but also the possession of originality and com- 
prehensiveness, — the two rarest forms of human genius. 
In this consists the real difficulty of every great pur- 
suit. As soon as any department of knowledge has 
been generalized into laws, it contains, either in itself 
or in its applications, three distinct branches ; namely, 
inventions, discoveries, and method. Of these, the 
first corresponds to art ; the second to science ; and the 
third to philosophy. In this scale, inventions have by 
far the lowest place, and minds of the highest order 
are rarely occupied by them. Next in the series come 
discoveries ; and here the province of intellect really 
begins, since here the first attempt is made to search 
after truth on its own account, and to discard those 
practical considerations to which inventions are of 
necessity referred. This is science properly so-called ; 
and how difficult it is to reach this stage is evident 

But in comparing the merits of discoverers themselves, 
wo must praise him who proves rather than him who suggests. 

By a now method of inquiring into a subject, I mean an 
application to it of generalizations from some other subject, so 
as to widen the field of thought. To call this a new method, 
is rather vague ; but there is no other word to express ithc pro- 
cess. Properly speaking there are only two methods, the in- 
ductive and the deductive ; which, though essentially difforent, 
are so mixed together, as to make it impossible" wholly to 
separate them. The discussion of the real nature of this 
difference I rosoiwe for my comparison, in the next volume, of 
the G-ennan and American civilizations. 


THE FRENCH REVOLlfTION 


819 


fi-om the fact, that all half-civnlized nations have made 
many great inventions, but no great discoveries. The 
highest, however, of all the three stages, is the pliilo- 
sophy of method, which bears the same relation to- 
science that science bears to art. Of its immense, and 
indeed supreme importance, the annals of knowledge 
sii]>ply a}>undant evidence ; and for want of it, some 
very great men have effected absolutely nothing, con- 
suming their lives in fruitless industry, not because 
their labour was slack, but because their method was 
sterile. I’lie progress of every science is affected more 
by the scheme according to which it is cultivated, than 
by the actual ability of the cultivators themselves. If 
they who travel in an unknown country, spend their 
force in running on the wrong road, they will miss 
the point at which they aim, and perchance may faint 
and fall by the way. In that long and difficult journey 
after truth, which the human miud has yet to perform, 
and of which we in our genenttion can only see the 
distant prospect, it is certain that success will depend 
not on the speed with whicli men hasten in the path of 
inquiry, but rather on the skill with which that path is 
selected for them hy tliosc great and comprehensive 
thinkers, who are as the lawgivers and founders of 
knowledge ; because they supply its deficiencies, not 
by investigating particular difficultic.s, but by establish- 
ing some large and sweeping innovation, which opens 
up a new vein ’of thought, and creates fresh resources, 
which it is left for their posterity to work out and 

^it^s from tills point of vdew that we are to rate the 
value of Bich.at, whose works, like those of all men of 
the highest eminence— like those of Aristotle, Bacon, 
and lje.scartes — mark an epoch in the history of the 
human mind ; and as such, can only be fairly estimated 
by connecting them with the social and intellectual 
condition of the age in which they appeared. This 
gives an importance and a meaning to the writings of 
Bichat, of which few indeed are fully aware. 'The two- 
greatest recent discoveries respecting the classification 
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of amnials are, as we, have jnst seen, the result of his 
teaching ; but his influence has produced other effects 
still more momentous. He, aide<l by Cal)anis, rendered 
to physiology the incalculable service, of preventing it 
from participating in that melancholy reaction to which, 
France w^as exposed early in the nineteenlh century. 
This is too large a subject to discuss at present ; but I 
may mention, that when Napoleon, not from feelings 
of conviction, but for selfish purposes of his own, 
attempted to restore the power of ecc]esia.stical prin- 
ciples, the men of letters, with disgraceful suhser\’iency, 
fell into his view ; and there began a marked decline 
in that independent and innovating spirit, with W'hich 
during fifty years the French had cultivated the higliest 
departments of knowledge. Hence that metaphysical 
school arose, wliich, though professing to hold aloof 
from theology, was intimately allied Tvith it ; and 
whose showy conceits form, in their ephemeral 
splendour, a striking contrast to the severer methods 
followed in the preceding generation. Against this 
movement, the French physiologists have, as a body, 
always protested ; and it may be clearly proved that 
their oppo.sition, which even the great abilities of 
Cuvier were unable to w-in over, is partly due to the 
impetus given by Bichat, in enforcing in his ovra pur- 
suit the necessity of rejecting those assumptions by 
which metaphysicians and theologians seek to control 
every science. As an illustration of this, 1 m.'iy men- 

In literature and in theology, Chateaubriand and De 
Maistre were certainly the most eloquent, and were probably 
the most influential, leaders of this reaction. Neither of them 
liked induction, but prefeired reasoning deductively from pre- 
mises which they assumed, and which they called first principles. 
De Maistre, however, was a powerful dialectician, and on that 
account his works are road Vjy many who care nothing for the 
gorgeous declamation of Chateaubriand, In metaphysics, a 
precisely similar movement occurred ; and Laroniiguiere, Royer 
Collard, and Maine de Biran, founded i hat celebrated* school 
which culminated in M. Cousin, and which is equally charac- 
terized by an ignorance of the philosophy of induction, and by 
a want of sympathy with physical science. 
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Lion two facts worthy of note. The first is, that in 
England, wliere during a considerable period the 
influence of Bichat was scarcely felt, many, even of our 
eminent physiologists, have shown a marked disposition 
to ally themselves with the reactionary party ; and 
have not only opposed such novelties as they could not 
immediately explain, but have degraded their oivn 
noble science by making it a handmaid to serve the 
purposes of natural theology. The other fact is, that 
in Fi-ance the disciples of Bichat have, with scarcely an 
exception, rejected the study of final causes, to which 
the school of Cuvier still adheres : while as a natural 
consequence, the followers of Bichat are associated in 
geology with the doctrine of uniformity ; in zoology, 
with that of the transmutation of species ; and in 
astronomy, with the nebular hypothesis : vast and 
magnificent schemes, under whose shelter the huinah 
mind seeks an escape from that dogma of interference, 
which the march of knowledge everywhere reduces,, 
and the existence of which is incompatible with those 
conceptions of eternal order, towards which, during 
the last two centuries, we have been constantly tending. 

Tlieso great phenomena, which the French intellect 
presents, and of which I have only sketched a rapid out- 
line, will be related with suitable detail in the latter part 
of this work, when I shall examine the present condition 
of the European mind, and endeavour to estimate its 
future prospects. To complete, however, our apprecia- 
tion of Bicliat, it wiU be necessary to take notice of what 
some consider the most valuable of all his productions, in 
which he aimed at nothing less than an exhaustive gener- 
alization of the functions of life. It appears, indeed, to 
me, that in many important points, Bichat here fell 
short ; but the work itself still stands alone, and is s<.> 
striking an instance of the genius of the author, that 1 
will give a short account of its fundamental view's. 

Life considered as a w'hole has two distinct branches ; 
one branch being characteristic of animals, the other of 
vegetables. That which is confined to animals is called 
animal life ; that which is common both to animals and 
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veg-eta’bles is called org;anic life. 'V’t''hile, therefore, 
plants have only one life, man has two distinct lives, 
which are governed hy entirely different laws, and 
which, though intimately connected, constantly oppose 
each other. In the organic life, man exists solely for 
himself; in the animal life he comes in contact \vith 
others. I'he functions of the first are purely internal, 
those of the second are external. His organic life is 
limited to the double process of creation and destruc- 
tion : the creative process being that of assimilation, as 
digestion, circulation, and nutrition ; the destructive 
process being that of excretion, such as exhalation and 
the like. 'I'his is wliat man has in common with plants ; 
and of this life he, when in a natural state, is uncon- 
scious. But the characteristic of his animal life is con- 
sciousness, since by it he is made capalile of moving, of 
feeling, of judging. By virtue of the first life he is 
merely a vegetable ; by the addition of the second he 
becomes an animal. 

If i]ow we look at the organs by wliich in man the 
functions of these two lives are carried on, we shall he 
struck hy the remarkable fact, that tlie organs of his 
vegetable life are very irregular, those of his animal 
life very symmetrical. His vegetative, or organic life 
is conducted by the stomach, the intestines, and the 
glandular system in general, such as the liver and the 
pancreas ; all of which arc irregular, and admit of the 
greatest variety of form and development, without 
their functions being seriously disturbed. But in ids 
animal life the organs are so essentially symmetrica], 
that a very slight departure from the ordinary type 
impairs their action. Not only the braiti, but also 
the organs of sense, as the eyes, the nose, the ears, are 
perfectly symmetrical; and they as well as the other 
organs of animal life, as the feet and hands, are double, 
presenting on each side of the body two separate parts 
which correspond with each other, and produce a 
symmetry unknown to our vegetative life, tlie organs 
of which are, for the most part, merely single, as in 
the stomach, liver, pancreas and spleen. 
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From this fundamental difference between the 
organs of the two lives, there have arisen several other 
differences of great interest. Our animal life being 
double, while our organic life is single, it becomes 
possible for the former life to take rest, that is, stop 
part of its functions for a time, and afterwards renew 
them. But in organic life, to stop is to die. The life 
which we have in common with vegetables never 
sleeps ; and if its movements entirely cease only for a 
single instant, they cease for ever. T'hat process by 
which our bodies receive some substances and give out 
others, admits of no interruption ; it is, by its nature, 
incessant, because, being single, it can never receive 
supplementary aid. llie other life we may refresh, 
not only in sleep, but even when we are awake. Thus 
we can exercise the organs of movement while we rest 
the organs of thought ; and it is even possible to relieve 
a function while we continue to employ it, because, our 
animal life being double, we are able for a short time, 
in case of one of its parts being fatigued, to avail our- 
selves of the corresponding part ; using, for instance, a 
single eye or a single arm in order to rest the one which 
circumstances may have exhausted ; an expedient which 
the single nature of organic life entirely prevents. 

Our animal life being thus essentially intermittent, 
and our organic life being essentially continuous,^®'* it 
has necessarily followed that the first is capable of an 
improvement of which the second is incapable. There 
can be no improvement without comparison, since it i.s 
only by comparing one state with another that we can 
rectify pi-evious en’ors, and avoid future ones. Now, 
our organic life does not admit of such comparison, 
because, being uninterrupted, it is not broken into 
stages, but when unchequered by disease, runs on in 
dull monotony. On tlie other hand, the functions of 
our animal life, such as thought, sjieech, sight and 
■ 3® On intermittence as a quality of animal life, .see Holland's 
Medical pp. 313, 314, where Biohat is mentioned _as its 

groat expounder. As to the essential continuity of organic life, 
see liurdaelis Hhysioiogie, vol, viii, p. 420. 
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motiouj cannot be long exercised witliout rest ; and as 
they are constantly suspended, it becomes practicable 
to compare them, and, therefore, to improve them. It 
is by possessing this resource that the first cry of the 
mfaiit gradually rises into the perfect speech of the 
man, and the unformed habits of early thought are 
ripened into that maturity which nothing can give hub 
a long series of successive efforts. But our organic 
life, wliich we have in common with vegetables, admits 
of no interruption, and consequently of no improve- 
ment. It obeys its own laws ; but it derives no benefit 
from that repetition to which animal life is exclusively 
indebted. Its functions, such as nutrition and the 
like, exist in man several months before he is born, 
and while, his animal life not having yet begun, the 
faculty of comparison, which is the basis of improve- 
ment, is impossible. And although, as the human 
frame increases in size, its vegetative organs become 
larger, it cannot be supposed that their functions really 
improve, since, in ordinary cases, their duties are 
performed as regularly and as completely in childhood 
as in middle age. 

Thus it is, that although other causes conspire, it 
may be said that the progressiveness of animal life is 
due to its iutermittence ; the unprogressiveness of 
organic life to its continuity. It may, moreover, be 
.said, that the iutermittence of the first life results 

Bidai SUIT la Vie, pp. 189-203, 22.';-'230. M. Broussais also 
(in his able work, Ccnirs de Bhrenologie, p, 4S7) say.s, that com- 
parison only begins after birth ; but .surely this must be very 
doubtful. Few physiologists will donj'- that ombryological 
phenomena, though neglected by mefciphysicians, play a great 
part in shaping the future character ; and 1 do not see how any 
system of psychology can bo complete which ignore.s considera- 
tions, probable in themselves, and not refuted by special 
evidence. So carelessly, however, has this subject been 
investigated, that we have the_ most conilicting .statements 
respecting even the vagiBis uierinus, which, if it exists to the 
extent alleged by some physiologists, would be a decisive proof 
that animal life (in the sense of Bichat) does begin during the 
fcetal period. 
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from the symmetry of its organs^ while the continuity 
of the second life results from their irregularity, 'fo 
this wide and striking generalization, many objections 
may be made, some of them apparently insuperable ; 
but that it contains the germs of great truths I enter- 
tain little doubt, and, at all events, it is certain that 
the method cannot be too highly praised, for it unites 
the study of function and structure with tliat of 
embryology, of vegetable physiology, of the theory of 
comparison, and of the influence of habit ; a vast and 
magnificent field, which the genius of Bichat was able 
to cover, but of which, since Iiim, neither physiologists 
nor metaphysicians have even attempted a general 
survey. 

This stationary condition, during the present century, 
of a subject of such intense interest, is a decisive proof 
of the extraordinary genius of Bichat ; since, notwith- 
standing the additions made to physiology, and to every 
branch of physics connected \vith it, nothing has been 
done at all comparable to that theory of life which he, 
with far inferior resources, \vas able to construct. This 
stupendous work he left, indeed, very imperfect ; but 
even in its deficiencies we see the hand of the great 
master, whom, on his own subject, no one has yet 
approached. His essay on life may well be likened* to 
those broken fragments of ancient art, which, imperfect 
as they are, still bear the impress of the inspiration 
which gave them birth, and present in each separate 
part that unity of conception which to us makes them 
a complete and living whole. 

Prom the preceding summary of the progress of 
physical knowledge, the reader may form some idea 
of the ability of those eminent men who arose in France 
during the latter half of the eighteenth century. To 
complete the picture, it is only necessary to examine 
what was done in the two remaining branches of natural 
history, namely, botany and mineralogy, in both of 
which the first great steps, towards raising each study 
to a science were taken by Frenchmen a few years before 
the Revolution. 
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In botany, although our knowledge of particular 
facts has, during the last hundred years, rapidly iii- 
creased/si we are only possessed of two generalimtions 
wide enough to be called laws of nature. 'I’he first 
generalization concerns the structure of plants ; the 
other concerns their physiology. That concerning their 
physiology is the beautiful morphological law, accord- 
ing to which the different appearance of the various 
organs arises from arrested devclojuneiit ; the stamens, 
pistils, corolla, calyx and bracts being simply modiii- 
cations or successive stages of the leaf, Tiiis is one of 
many valuable discoveries we owe to Germany ; it 
being made by Gbthe late in the eighteenth century.®*- 
With its importance every botanist is familiar ; while 
to the historian of the human mind it is peculiarly 
interesting, as strengthening that great doctrine of 
development, towards which the highest branches 
of knowledge are now hastening, and which, in the 
pi*esent century, has been also carried into one of the 
most difficult departments of animal physiology.®®® 

Dioscorides and Galen know from 4o0 to 600 plants. 
WinckLer^ Gf.sckichte der Bolanik, 18.54, pp. 34, 40 ] but, accord- 
ing' to Cuvier {Elopes, vol. iii. p. 468), Linn®us, in 1778, “eii 
indiquait environ huit millo espfeces;” and Moyen {Gtoff, of 
FUmts, p. 4) says, at the time of Linnsaus's death, about 8000 
species were known.” (Dr Whewell, in his Bridgewater Treatise, 
p. 247, says “about 10,000.”) Since then the progress has been 
uninterrupted ; and in Henslow's Bolatey, 1837, p. 136, we are 
told that “the number of species already known and classified 
in works of botany amounts to about 60,000.” Ten years later, 
Dr Lindley {Vegetable Kingdom, 1847, p. 800) states them at 
92,930; and two years afterwards, Mr Balfour says “about 
100, f 00," Bal/ouFs Botany, 1849, p. 560, Such is the rate a,t 
■which our knowledge of nature is advancing. To complete this 
historical note, I ought to have mentioned, that in 1812, Dr 
Thomson says “nearly 30,000 specie-s of plants have been 
examined and described.” Thomson's Mist, of the Rogal Society, 
p. 21, 

sas It was publkhad in 1790. WincUer, Gesclu der Botanik, 
p. 389, 

iiss That is, into the study of animal monstrosities, whioh, 
however capricious they may appear, are now understood to 
be the necessary result of pfeoedmg events. Within the last 
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But tlie most cornpreliensive truth with which we are 
acquiiintcd respecting plants is tliat which includes the 
w'lmJe of their general structure ; and this we learnt from 
those groat l'’ronchmen who, in the latter half of the 
eightoeiiUi century, began to study the external world, 
'i’lie first steps were taken directly after the middle of 
the century, by Adanson, Dnhainel de Aloncean, and, 
above all, I lesion tai ties ; three eniineut thinkers, who 
proved the practicability of a natural nictlnxl hitherto 
unknown, ami of which even Ray himself had only a 
faint jterceptiou."'''^ 'I'his, by weakening' the influence 
of the artilicial system of Linnaeus,* prepared the way 
for an innovation more complete than lias been effected 
in any other branch of knowledge, in the very year in 
which the Revolution occurred, Jussieu put forward a 
.series of botanical generalizations, of wliich the most 
important are all intimately connected, and still remain 
the highe.st this department of inquiry has reached.* 

thirty years several of the laws of those unnatural births, as 
they used to be called, have been discovei'ed ; and it has been 
proved that, so far from being unnatural, they are strictly 
natural. A fresh .science has thus been created, under the 
name of Teratology, which is destroying the old lusus naturce 
in one of its last and favourite strongholtis. 

Dr Lindlcy {Third lleport of Bril. Amoc. p. 33) says, that 
Diisfontaines was the first who demonstrated the opposite 
modes of increase in dicotyledonous and monocotyledonous 
Bteius,: : 

S'JS It i.s euriou.s to ob.servo how even good botanists clung to 
the Linnjnan .sy.-<tem long after the superiority of a natural 
s\ stern was proved. This is the more noticeable, because 
Linn.eus, who was a man of undoubted genius, and who pos- 
se.ssetl extraordinary powers of combination, Always allowed 
That his own system was merely provisional, and that the 
great object to be attained was a cla-saificatiun according to 
natural families. See i r-bicKer, Gescliicfde der BoUmik, p, 202 ; 
and Richard, ElSmetUs de BoUmitjue, p. 570. Indeed, what 
could bo tliought of the permanent value of a schemo which 
pub together the reed and the barberry, because they were 
both hoxandria ; and forced sorrel to associate with saffron, 
because both were trigynia? J%s.%ieiCs Botany, 1849, p. 524, 

3S6 phe (Jenera I'lantarwm. of Antoine Jussieu was printed at 
Paris in. 1789 , and, though it is known to have been the result 
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Among these, I need only mention the three vast pro- 
positions which are now admitted to form the basis of 
vegetable anatomy, llie first is, that the vegetable 
kingdom, in its whole extent, is composed of plants 
cither with one cotyledon, or w'ith tw'o cotyledons, or 
else with no cotyledon at all. The second propositioji 
is, that this classification, so far from being artificial, 
is strictly natural ; since it is a law of nature, that 
plants having one cotyledon are endogenous, and gianv 
by additions made to the centre of tbeir stems, while, 
on the other hand, plants having two cotyledons are 
exogenous, and are compelled to grow by additions 
made not to the centre of their stems, but to the 
circumference. The third proposition is, that w'hen 
plants grow at their centre, the arrangement of the 
fruit and leaves is threefold ; when, liowever, they grow 
at the circumference, it is nearly dways fivefold. 

I'his is wliat was effected by the Frenchmen of the 
eighteenth century for the vegetable kingdom : and 
if we now turn to the mineral kingdom, we shall find 
that our obligations to them are equally great. Tiie 
study of minerals is the most imperfect of the three 
branches of natural history, because, notwithstanding 
its apparent simplicity, and the immense number of 
experiments which have been made, the true method 
of many years of continued labour, some writers have assorted 
that the ideas in it were borrowed from his uncle, Bernai’d 
Jussieu. But assertions of this kind rarely de.serve attention ; 
and as Bernard did not choose to publish anything of his own, 
his reputation or^ht to suffer for bis uncommunicativeness. 

307 Hence the removal of a great source of error ; since it is 
now understood that in dicotyledons alono can age bo known 
with certainty. Uenslow's Botany, p. 243. 

38S TJie classification by cotyledons has been so successful, 
that, ‘‘with very few exceptions, how'ever, nearly all plants 
may be referred by any botanist, at a single glance, and with 
, unerring certainty, to tbeir proper cla^s ; and a mere fragment 
: even of the stem, leaf, or some other part, is often quite 
sufficient to enable him to decide this question.” llenslm's 
Botany, p. 80. In regard to some difficulties still remaining 
in tho way of the threefold cotyledonous division of the whole 
vegetable world, see LindUy’s Botany, vol. ii. pp. 61. ?eq. 
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of investigation has not yet been ascertained ; it }>eing 
doubtful whether mineralogy ought to be subordinated 
to the laws of chemistry, or to those of crystallography, 
or whether both sets of laws will ha\'e to be con- 
sidered.®® At all events it is certain that, down to 
the present time, chemistry has shown itself unable 
to reduce mineral ogi cal phenomena ; nor has any 
chemist, possessing sufficient powers of generalization, 
attempted the task except Berzelius; and most of his 
conclusions were overthrown by the splendid discovery 
of isomorphism, for which, as is well known, we are 
indebted to Mitscherlich, one of the many great 
thinkers Germany has produced.^® 

Although the chemical department of mineralogy is 
in an unformed and indeed anarchical condition,* its 
other department, namely, crystallography, has made 
great progress ; and here again the earliest steps were 
taken by tw'o Frenchmen, who lived in the latter half 
of the eighteenth century. About 17()0, Rome de 
Lisle set the first example of studying crystals, 
according to a scheme so large as to include all the 

39® Mr Swainson {Shidy of Natural History, p. SS6) says, 
“minoralo^, indeed, which forms but a part of chemistry.” 
This is deciding: the question very rapidly ; but in the mean- 
time, what becomes of the geometrical laws of minerals ? and 
what' are we to do with that relation between their structure 
and optical phenomena, which Sh- David Brewster has worked 
out with signal ability ? 

■1®® The difficulties introduced into the study of minerals by 
the discovery of isomorphi.-m and polymorphism, are no doubt 
comsiderable ; but M. Beudant (MinSraloyie, Paris, 1841, p. 37) 
seems to me to exag'gerate their effect upon ‘‘limportance des 
formes crystallines.” They are much more damaging to the 
purely chemical arrangement, because our implements for 
measuring the minute angles of crystals ai'e still very im- 
perfect, and the goniometer may fail in detecting differences 
which really exist ; and, therefore, many alleged cases of 
isomorphism, are probably not so in reality. , Wollaston’s 
reflecting goniometer has been long considered the best in- 
strument possessed by crystallographers ; but 1 learn from 
Liebig and Ko 2 Jp's Reports, vol. i. pp, 19, 20, that i’rankenheim 
has recently invented one for measuring the angles of “ micro- 
scopic crystals. ” 
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varieties of their primary forms^ and to account for 
their irreg'iilarities, and the apparent caprice with 
which they wore arratiged. In this investipration he 
was pjuided by the fundamental assumption, lliat what 
is called an irregularity, is iu truth perfectly regular, 
and that the operations of nature are invarialde. 
Scarcely had this great idea been applied to the 
almost innumerable forms into which minerals crys- 
tallize, w'hen it was followed up with still larger re- 
sources hy liafiy, another eminent Frenchman.'*''^ 'Iliis 
remarkable man achieved a complete union between 
mineralogy and geometry ; and, bringing the laws of 
space to i)ear on the molecular arrangements of matter, 
he was able, to penetrate into the intimate structure of 
crystals.'*"^ By this means, he succeeded in proving 
that the secondary forms of all crystals are derived 
from their primary forms by a regular process of 
decrement ; and that, when a substance is passing 
from a litpiid to a solid state, its particles are com- 
pelled to cohere, according to a scheme vvliich provides 
for every possible cliange, since it includes even those 
subsequent layers which alter the ordinary type of the 

401 The first work of Haiiy appeared in 1784 {Queranl, Fi'an.ce 
Liiieraire., vol. iv. p. 41 ) ; but lie had read two special memoirs 
in 1781. Uu,i>ier, Ehyes, vol. hi. p. 138. The intellectual re- 
lation between his view.s and those of his prcdece:.sor must he 
obvious to every mineralogist. ; but Dr Whewell, who has 
noticed this ' judiciously enough, adds {Hm. of the Ituinc. 
Sciences^ vol. hi. pp. 229, 230): “Unfortunately RomS de 
Li.sle and Ilaity wore not only riviils, but in some measure 
enemie-s. ... Haiiy revenged himself by rarely mentioning 
Rome in his works, though it was manifest that his oliligatii'ns 
to him were immense; and by recording hLs errors wiiilo be 
corrected them." The truth, however, is, that so far from 
rarely mentioning De Lisle, he mentions him incessantly ; and 
I have counted upwards of three hundred instances in H ally’s 
great work, in which he is named, and his writings are re- 
ferred to. 

402 Dr Clarke, whose celebrated lectures on mineralogy 
excited much attention among his hear-ers, was indebted for 
some of Ills principal views to his convoraations with Haiiy : 
see OUer'i Lift of ULarke, vol. ii. p. 192. 
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crystal, by disturbing" its natural symmetry. I'o 
ascertain that such violations of symmetry are suscexJ- 
xibie of mathematical calculatioiij was to make a vast 
addition to our knowledge ; but what .seems to me still 
more important, is, that it indicates an approach to the 
maguiricciit idea, that everything which occurs is regu- 
lated by law, and that confusion and disorder are im- 
possible. For, by proinng that even the most uncouth 
and singular forms of minerals are the natural results 
of their anlecedeists, Ilatiy laid the foundation of what 
may be called the pathology of the inorganic world. 
However parado.xical such a notion may seem, it is 
certain that symmetry is to crystals what health is to 
animals ; so that an irregularity of shape in the ilrst, 
corresponds with an appearance of disejise in the 
second. When, therefore, the minds of men became 
familiarized with the great truth, that in the mineral 
kingdom there is, properly speaking, no irregularity, 
it became more easy for tliem to grasp the still higher 
truth, that the same principle holds good of the animal 
kingdom, although, from the superior comjdexity of 
the phenomena, it will be long before we can arrive 
at an equal demonstration. But, that such a de- 
monstration is possible, Is the principle upon which 
the future progress of all organic, and indeed of all 

And, as he clearly .saw, the proper method was to study 
the laws of symmetry, and then apply them deductively to 
minerals, instead of rising inductively fi'om the aberrations 
actually presented by minerals. This is interesting to ob.seiwe, 
bec.ause it is analogous to the method of the best patliologists, 
who seek the philosophy of Ihoir subject in physiological 
phenomena, rather than in pathological ones ; striking down- 
wards from the normal to the abnormal. 

On the remarkable power posseased by crystals, in com- 
mon with animals, of repairing their own injune.s, see 
I’athohgy, 1853, vol. L pp. 1.52, 163, confinning the expori- 
meht-s of Jorflan on this curious subject : “ The ability to 
repair the damages sixstained by injury ... is not an ex- 
clusive property of living beings; for even crystals will repair 
themselves when, after pieces have been broken from them, 
they are placed in the same conditions in wbieh they wore first 
formed. ” 
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mental sciencej depends. And it is very observable, 
tliat the same generation , which established the feet, 
that the apparent aberrations presented by minerals are 
strictly regular, also took the first steps towards esfcib- 
Hshing the far higher fact, that the aberrations of the 
human mind are governed by laws as unfailing as those 
which determine the condition of inert matter. The 
examination of this w'ould lead to a digression foreign 
to my present design ; hut I may mention that, at the 
end of the century, there was written in France tlie 
celebrated treatise on insanity, by Pinel ; a work 
remarkable in many respects, but chiefly in this, that 
in it the old notions respecting the mysterious and 
inscrutable character of mental disease are altogether 
discarded ; the disease itself is considered as a pheno- 
menon inevitably occurring under certain given con- 
ditions, and the foundation laid for supplying another 
link in that vast chain of evidence which connects the 
material with the immaterial, and, thus uniting mind 
and matter into a single study, is now preparing the 
way for some generalization, which, being common to 
both, shall serve as a centre round which the disjointed 
fragments of our knowledge may safely i*ally. 

These were the views which, during the latter half 
of the eighteenth century, began to dawn upon Fi-ench 
thinkers. The extraordinary ability and success with 
which these eminent men cultivated their respective 
sciences, I have traced at a length greater than I had 
intended, but still very inadeq^uate to the importance 
of the subject. Enough, however, has been brought 
forward, to convince the reader of the truth of the 
proposition I wished to prove ; namely, that the 
intellect of France was, during the latter half of the 
eighteenth century, concentrated upon the external 
world with unprecedented zeal, and thus aided that 
vast movement, of which the Revolution itself was 
merely a single consequence. The intimate connexion 
between scientific progress and social rebellion, is 
evident from the fact, that both are suggested by the 
same yearning after improvement, the same dissatis- 
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faction with what has been previously donej the same 
restless^ prying’j insuboi-dmate, and audacious spirit. 
But in France this general analogy was strengthened 
by the curious circumstances 1 have already noticed, 
by virtue of which, the activity of the country wa.?, 
during the finst half of the century, directed against the 
church rather than ag'aiu,st the state ; so that in order 
to complete the antecedents of the Revolution, it w'as 
necessary that, in the latter half of the century, the 
ground of attack should be shifted. 'Fliis is precisely 
what was done by the wonderful imf)etus given to 
er'^ery branch of natural science. For, tire attention of 
men being thus .steadily fixed upon the external world, 
the internal fell into neglect ; while, as the external 
corresponds to the state, and the internal to the 
church, it was part of the same intellectual develop- 
ment, that the assailers of the existing fabric should 
turn against political abuses the energy which the 
preceding generation had reserved for religious ones. 

Thus it was that the French Revolution, like every 
great revolution the world has yet seen, %vas preceded 
by a complete cliauge in the habits and associations of 
the national intellect. But besides this, there was also 
taking place, precisely at the same time, a vast social 
movement, which was intimately connected with the 
intellectual movement, and indeed formed part of it, in 
so far as it was followed by similar results and pro- 
duced by similar cau.ses. Tlie nature of thi.s social 
revolution I shall examine only very briefly, hecau.se 
in a future volume it will be necessary to trace its 
history minutely, in order to illustrate the slighter hut 
still remarkable changes, which in the same period 
were going on in Engli.sh society. 

In hh-ance, before the Revolution, the people, though 
always very .social, were also very exclusive, llie upper 
classes, protected by an imaginary superiority, looked 
with .scorn upon those- whose birth or titles were un- 
equal to their own. The class immediately below them 
copied and communicated their example, and every . 
order in .society endeavoured to find some fanciful 
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distinction whicli should guard them from the con- 
tamination of their inferiors. I’lie only three real 
sources of superiority-— the superiority of morals, of 
intellect, and of knowledge — were entirely overlooked 
in this absurd sclieme ; and men became accustomed 
to pride themselves not on any essential difference, but 
on those inferior matters, which, with extremely few 
exceptions, are tlie result of accident, and therefore no 
test of merit. 

The first great blow to this state of things, was the 
unprecedented impulse given to the cuitivation of 
physical science. Those vast discoveries which were 
being made not only stimulated the intellect of think- 
ing men, but even roused the curiosity of the more 
thoughtless parts of society. The lectures of chemists, 
of geologists, of mineralogists, and of physiologists, 
were attended by those who came to wonder, as well 
as by those who came to learn. In Paris, the scientific 
assemblages were crowded to overflowing. The halls 
and amphitlieatres in which the great truths of nature 
were expounded, were no longer able to hold their 
audience, and in several instances it was found neces- 
sary to enlarge them.^“^ I'he sittings of the Academy, 
instead of being confined to a few solitary scholars, 

‘1®® Comp. de Sigur, vol. i, p. 28, with the Introduction 
to Bes Manx, Hhioriettes, vol. i. p. 34. A good illustration of 
this is, that the Prince de Montbarey, in his Memoirs, gently 
■censures Louis XV., not for his scandalous profligacy, but 
because he selected for his mistresses some women who were 
not of high birth. M&m. de Moniharey, vol. i. p. 341, and see 
vol. iii. p. 117. 

‘1®® And that too even on such a subject as anatomy. In 17fl8, 
Antoine Petit began his anatomical lectures in the great amphi- 
theatre of the Jardin du Eoi ; and the press to hear him was so 
gi-eat, that not only all the seats were occupied, but the very 
window-ledges were crowded. 

407 X)r Thomson {Hia. of Ch&misiry, vol. ii, p, 169) says of 
Foui'oroy’s lectures on chemistry, which began in 1784 : “ Buch 
were the crowds, both of men and women, who flocked to hear 
him, that it was twice necessary to enlarge the size of the 
lecture-room," This circumstance is also montioned in Cuder, 
Eloges, vol. ii. p. 19. 
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were frequented by everyone whose rank or inihience 
enabled tlieni to secure a place,*"* Even wonien of 
fashion, forirettlng their usual frivolity, hastened to 
hear discussions on the composition of a mineral*, on 
the discovery of a new salt, on the structure of phuits, 
on the or/ranization of animals, on the properties of the 
electric iluid.''"* A sudden craving- after kiunvledge 
seenied to have smitten every rank. The largest and 
the most tlifficuit inquiries found favour in the eyes of 
those, whose fatliers had hardly heard the names of the 
sciences to which they belonged. The brilliant irnagina- 
tif)u of Ruffon made geology suddenly popular ; the 
same thing was effected for chemistry bv the eloquence 
of Fourcroy, and for electricity by Nollet ; while the 

In 1779, it was remarked that “les s<^ances puhliques de 
I’AcadSniie fran^aise sent davonues une SHpfece de spectacle 
fort a la mode ’’ : and as this continued to increase, the throng 
became at length so great, that in 1785 it was found neceasaiy 
to diminish the number of tickets of admission, and it was 
even proposed that ladies should be exchuied, in consequence 
of some uproarious scenes which had happened, Gnmm et 
Diderot, Correioond. Lit. vol. x. p. 341, vol. xiv. pp. 148, 149, 
186, 251. 

^09 Goldsmith, who was in Paris in 1755, says with surprise, 
“I have seen as bright a circle of beauty at tlie chemical 
lectures of Rouelle, as gracing the court of Versailles.” Prior's 
Life of Goldsmith, vol. i. p, 180; Forster’s Life of Gohlmiith, 
vol. i. p. 65. In the middle of the century, electricity was 
very popular among the Parisian ladies ; and the interest felt- 
in it was revived several years lator by Franklin. Gorajiare 
Grhim, Corresiioadeiiee., vol vii. p. 122, with Turker’s Life of 
Jefferson, vol. i, pp, 190, 191. Cuvier [Kloges, vol. i. p. 56) tells 
ui that even the anatomical do-seriptions which Gaubenton 
wrote for Buffoii wore to be found “ snr la toilette dcs femmes. ’’ 

change of taste is also noticed, though in a jeering spirit, 
in Mem. de Oenlis, vol. vi. p. 32. Compare the account given 
hy Townsend, who visited France in 1786, on his way to Spain ; 
"A numerous society of gentlemen and ladies of the iirst 
fashion meet to hear lectures on the sciences, delivei’ed by 
inen of the highest rank in their profession. ... I was much 
struck with the fluency and elegance of language with which 
the anatomical professor spoke, and not a little so with the 
deep attention of his auditors,” Tovsnsend’s Journey throwjh 
Sjiain, vol, i. p, 41. ■ . 
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admirable expositions of Lalaiide caused astronomy 
itself to be generally cultivated. In a word^ it is 
enougb to say, that during the thirty years preceding 
the Revolution, the spread of physical science was so 
rapid, that in its favour the old classical studies vrere 
despised ; it was considered the essential basis of a 
good education, and some slight acquaintance with it 
was deemed necessary for every class, except those 
who were obliged to support themselves hy their daily 
labour. 

TJie results produced by this remarlcable change are 
very curious, and from their energy and rapidity were 
very decisive. As long as the different classes con- 
fined themselves to pursuits peculiar to their own 
sphere, they were encouraged to preserve their sepa- 
rate habits ; and the subordination, or, as it were, the 
hierarchy, of society was easily maintained. But when 
the members of tlie various orders met in the same 
place with the same object, they became knit together 
by a new sympathy. The highest and most durable 
of all pleasures, the pleasure caused by the perception 
of fresh truths, was now a great link, which banded 
together those social elements that were formerly 
wi'apped trp in the pride of their own isolation. Be- 
sides this, there was also given to them not only a new 
pursuit, but also a new standai'd of merit. In the 
amphitheatre and the lecture-room, the first object of 
attention is the professor and the lecturer. The divi- 
sion is between those who teach and those who learn. 
The subordination of ranks makes w-ay for the sub- 
ordination of knowledge. The petty and conventional 
distinctions of fashionable life are succeeded by those 
large and genuine distinctions, hy which alone man 
is really separated from man. The progress of the 
intellect supplies a new object of veneration ; the old 
worship of rank is rudely disturbed, and its super- 
stitious devotees are taught to bow the knee before 
what to them is the shrine of a strange god. Tiie hall 
of science is the temple of democracy. Tiiose who 
come to learn, confess their own ignorance, abrogate 
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in some deg^ree tlieir own superiority, and begin to 
pci’ceive that tlie greatness of men lias no connexion 
ivitli the splendour of their titles, or the dig-nity of 
I', heir birth ; that it is not concerned with their quarter- 
iiigs, their escutcheons, their descents, their dexter- 
chiefs, their einister-chiefs, their chevrons, their bends, 
their azures, thoir grdcs, and the other trumperies of 
their heraldry ; but that it depends upon the largeness 
of their minds, the powers of their intellect, and the 
fullness of their knowledge. 

These were the views which in the latter half of the 
eighteenth century, began to influence those edasses 
which had long been the undisputed masters of society. 
And what shows the strength of this great movement 
is, that it was accompanied by other social changes, 
which, though in themselves apparently trifling, be- 
come full of meaning when taken in connexion with the 
general history of the time. 

While the immense progress of physical knowledge 
was revolutionizing society, by inspiring the diflfereut 
classes with an object common to all, and thus raising a 
new standard of merit, a more trivial, but equally 
democratic tendency was observable even in the con- 
ventional forms of social life. To describe tlie whole of 
these changes would occupy a space disproportioned to 
, the other parts of this Introduction ; but it is certain 
that, until the changes have been carefully examined, 
it will be impossible for anyone to write a history of 
the French Revolution. An a specimen of what 1 
mean, 1 will notice tw'o of these innovations which 
are very conspicuous, and are also interesting on 
account of their analogy with what ha.s happened in 
English society, 

''I'he first of these changes was an alteration in dress, 
and a marked contempt for those external appearances 
hitherto valued as one of the most important of all 
matters. During the reign of Louis XIV, , and indeed 
during the first half of the reign of Louis XV., not. only 
men of frivolous tastes, but even those distinguished 
for their knowledge, displayed in their attire a dainty 
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precisioHj a nice and studied adjustment, a pomp of 
gold, of silver, and of ruffles, such as in our days can 
nowliere Ite seen, except in the courts of European 
princes, where a certain barbarian splendour is still 
i-ebiined. So far was this carried, that in tlie seven- 
teenth century the rank of a person might be immedi- 
ately known by his appeai’ance ; no one presuming lo 
usurp a garb worn by the class immediately above his 
own. But in that democi’atic movement which pre- 
ceded the French Revolution, the minds of men 
became too earnest, loo intent upon higher matter, to 
busy themselves with those idle devices which engrossed 
the attention of their fathers. A contemptuous dis- 
regard of such distinctions became general. In Pai’is 
the innovation was seen even in those gay assemblies, 
where a certain amount of personal decoration is still 
considered natural. At dinners, suppers and balls, it 
is noticed by contemporary observers, that the dress 
usually worn was becoming so simple as to cause a con- 
fusion of ranks, until at length every distinction was 
abandoned by both sexes ; the men, on such occasions, 
coming in a common frock-coat, the w'omen in their 
ordinary morning-gowns.^^® Nay, to such a pitch was 
this carried, that we are assured by the Prince de Mont- 
barey, who was in Paris at the time, that shortly before 
the Revolution, even those who had stars and orders 

n® In Augiist 17S7, Jefforson writes from Paris (Cnm- 
spondetice, vo). ii, p. 224): “In society, the habit hahUU is 
almost banished, and they begin to go even to great auppors in 
frock ; the court and diplomatic cordis, however, must always 
he excepted. They are too high to lie reached by any improve- 
ment. They are the last refuge from which etiquette, formality, 
and folly will be driven. Take away these, and they would bo 
on a level with other people.” Jefferson was a statesman and 
diplomatist, and was well acquainted with his profession, The 
change, however, which he noticed, bad been coming on some 
years earlier. In a letter written in May 1766, it is said : “ J1 
est rare aujourd’hui do rencontrer dans le momle cles porsonnea 
qni soient ce qu’on appelle habillees, Lc,s femmes sont en 
chemise et en chapeau, les hommes en froc et en gilot. ” Grinm^ 
Corrsspond. vol. xiv. p, 485. 
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were eareFul to hide them by buttoning' their coats, so 
that these marks of superiority might no longer be 

The other innovation to xvhich I have referred is 
eijuaiiy interesting as characteristic of the spirit of the 
time. This is, that the toiuleney to amalgamate the 
different Oi'ders of society was shown in the insti- 
tution of cIii])R ; a remarkable contrivance, 'ivliicli to us 
.seems perfectly natural because we are accustomed to 
itj but of which it may be truly said, that until the 
eighteenth century its existence wa.s iinpos.sible. Before 
the eighteenth century, e;ich class was so jealous of its 
superiority over the one below it, that to meet together 
on equal terras was impracticable ; and although a 
certain patronizing familiarity towards one's inferiors 
might be safely indulged in, this only marked the 
immense interval of separation, since tlie great man 
had no fear of his condescension being abused. In 
those good old times a proper respect was paid to rank, 
and birth ; and he who could count hia tii'enty ancestors 
was venerated to an extent of -which we, in these de- 
generate (lays, can hardly form an idea. As to anything 
like social equality, that was a notion too preposterous 
to be conceived ; nor wa.s it possible that any institution 
should exist which placed mere ordinary men on a level 
with those i31u.citrioua characters, whose veins were lilled 
with the purest blood, aud the quarterings of whose 
arras none could hope to rival. 

But in the eighteenth century the progress of know- 
ledge became so remarkable, that the new principle of 
intellectual superiority made raj>id encroachments on 

“iu Another alteration of the same tendency is worthy record- 
ing. The Baroness d’Oberkirch, who revisited Paris in 1784, 
remarked on her arrival, that “gentlemen began about this 
time to go about iinarmod, and wore 8word.s only in fall dross, 

- . . And thus the Pronoh nobility laid aside a usage which 
the example of their fathers had consecrated tlirough cen- 
turies.’' D’Oherkirch's Memoirs, Lond. 1852,. voL ii. p. 211. 

A striking instance of which was, moreover, seen in the 
number of ‘mSsalluinces, which first became frequent about the 
middle of the reign of Louis XV. 
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tlie old principle of aristocratic superiority. As soon 
as these encroachments had reached a certain pointy 
they gave rise to an institution suited to them ; and 
thus it \vas that there were iirst established cluhs^ in 
which all the educated classes could assemble^ without 
regard to those other dilFerences which, in the preceding 
period, kept them separate. The peculiarity of this was, 
that, for mere purposes of social enjoyment, men were 
brought into contact, who, according to the aristocz'atic 
scheme, had nothing in common, but who were now 
placed on the same footing in so far as they belonged 
to the same establishment, conformed to the same 
rules, and reaped the same advantages. It was, how^' 
ever, expected that the membei’s, thougli varying 
in many other respects, were to be all, in some 
degree, educated ; and in this way society first 
distinctly recognized a classification previously un- 
known ; the division between noble and ignoble being* 
succeeded by another division between educated and 
uneducated. * 

The rise and growth of clubs is, therefore, to the 
philosophic observer, a question of immense importance; 
and it is one which, as I shall hereafter prove, played a 
great part in the history of England during the latter 
half of the eighteenth century. In reference to our 
present subject, it is interesting to observe, that the 
first clubs, in the modern sense of the word, wliich ever 
existed in Paris, were formed about 17B3, only seven 
years before the French Revolution. At the beginning 
they were merely intended to he social assemblages ; 
but they quickly assumed a democratic character, con- 
formable to the spirit of the age. Their first result, as 
was noticed by a keen observer of what was then passing, 
was to make the manners of the Tipper classes more 
simple than they had hitherto been, and to weaken that 
love of form and ceremony suitable to their earlier 
habits. These clubs likewise effected a remarkable 
separation between the sexes ; and it is recorded, that 
after their establishment, women associated more with 
each other, and were oftener seen in public unaccom- 
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panied by This had the effect of encouraging? 

among men a I'opublicau roughness^ which the influence 
of the other sex would hate tended to keep down. All 
these things effaced the old liiics of demarcation 
between fciie different ranks, and by merging the 
%-arioiis c}a.SMe.s into one, made' the force of their united 
opposition irresistible, and speedily overthrew both 
the church and the state. The exact peiuocl at whiclt 
the clubs became political cannot, of counse, be ascer- 
tained, but tbe change seems to have taken place about 
T7t?4. From this moment all was over ; and although 
the government, in 1787, issued orders to close the 
leading club, in which all classes discussed political 
questions, it was found impossible to stem the torrent. 
The order, therefore, was rescinded ; the club re- 
assembled, and no further attempt was made to 
interrupt tliat course of affairs which a long train of 
preceding events had rendered inevitable. 

While all tliese things xvere conspiring to overthrow 
the old institutions, an event suddenly occurred whicli 
produced the most remarkable effects in France, and 
is itself strikingly characteristic of the spirit of tbe 
eighteenth century. On the other side of the Atlantic, 
a great people, provoked by the intolerable injustice 
of the bhiglisb government, rose in arms, turned on 
their oppressors, and, after a desperate struggle, 
gloriously obtained their independence. In 1.773, the 
Americans laid before Europe that noble IJecIaration, 
wdiich ought to he hung up in the nursery of every 
king, and blazoned on the porch of every royal palace. 
In -words, the memory of which can never die, they 
declared, that the object of the institution of govern- 
ment is to secure the rights of the people ; that from 
the people alone it derives its powers ; and that 
whenever any form of government becomes destructive 

^^3 By the spring of 1788, this separation of the sexes had 
hecome still more marked ; and it was a common complaint, 
that ladies were obliged to go to tbe theatre alone, men being 
at their clubs. 
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of tliese ends, it is the right of the people to alter or 
abolish it, and to institute a new government, laying 
its foundations on such principles, and. organizing its 
powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely 
to efl'ect their safety and happiness. " 

If this declaration had been made only one genera- 
tion earlier, the whole of France, with the exception 
of a few advanced thinkers, would have rejected it with 
horror and with scorn. Such, however, was now the 
temper of the public mind, that the doctrines it con- 
tained were not merely welcomed by a majority of the 
French nation, but even the government itself was 
unable to withstand the general feeling. In 1776, 
Franklin arrived in France, as envoy from the 
American people. He met with the warmesst recep- 
tion from all classes,*^" and succeeded in inducing the 
government to sign a treaty, engaging to defend 
the young republic in the rights it had gloriously 
won. In Paris, the enthusiasm was irresistible. From 
every quarter large bodies of men came forward, 
volunteering to cross the Atlantic and to fight for the 
liberties of America. The heroism with which these 
auxiliaries aided the noble struggle, forms a cheering 
passage in the history of that time ; but is foreign to 
my present purpose, which is merely to notice its effect 
in hastening the approach of the French Revolution. 
And this effect was indeed most remarkable. Besides 
the indirect result produced by the example of a suc- 
cessful rebellion, the French were still further stimu- 
lated by actual contact with their new allies. The 
French officers and soldiers who served in America, 
introduced into their own country, on their return, 
those democratic opinions which they had imbibed in 

S4gm' {Mini. voL i. p. Ill) says, that his father had heon 
frequently told by Maurepas that public opinion forced the 
govemroont, against its own wishes, to side with America. 

The news of which soon reached England. In January 
1777, Burke writes ( Wm-ka, vol, ii. p. 394), “ I hear that Dr 
Franklin has had a most extraordinary reception at Paris from 
all ranks of people. ” 
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tho infant repnliiic. By this meanSj fresh strength 
was given to the revolutionary tenrlencies already 
prevalent ; and it is wortliy of remark, that Lafiiyctte 
borrowed from the same source one of his most cele- 
brated acts. He drew his sword on behalf of the 
Americans ; and they, in their turn, communicated to 
him that famous doctrine respecting the rights of man, 
whicli, at his instigation, was formally adopted by the 
National AssemblyA^® Indeed, there is reason to 
believe, that the final blow the French government 
received was actually dealt by the hand of an Ameri- 
can ; for it is said that it was in consequence of the 
advice of Jefferson, that the popular part of the legis- 
lative body proclaimed itself the National Assembly, 
and thus set the crown at open defiance. 

I have now brought to a close my examination of 
the causes of the French Revolution ; hut before con- 
cluding the present volume, it appears to me that the 
variety of topics which have been discussed, makes it 
advisable that 1 should sum up their leading points ; 
and should state, as briefly as possible, the steps of 
that long and complicated argument, by which I have 
attempted to prove, tliat the Revolution was an event 
inevitably arising out of preceding circumstances. 
Such a summary, by recalling the entire subject before 
the reader, will remedy any confusion which the fullness 
of detail may have produced, and will simplify an 
investigation wdnch many will consider to have been 
needlessly protracted ; but which could not have been 
abridged without weakening, in some essential part, 

The influence which the American Bevolntion exercised 
over the mind of Lafayette, is noticed by Rouill4, his cousin 
and his enemy. M$vi. dt BowillS, vol. i. p. 102, vol. ii. pp. 131, 
183. 

^17 ‘'Tho D\ike of Dorset, the English ambaasador, writing 
to Mr Pitt from Paris, July 9th, 1789, said, ‘ Mr Jefferson, the 
American minister at this court, has been a great deal con- 
sulted by the principal leaders of the lurs Uaf, and 1 have 
gx-eat reason to think that it was owing to his advice, that 
order called itself L'AstinM^ Nationale.' ’’ Tomline’s lAfe of 
Pitt^ voL ii. p. 266. 
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the support of those general principles that 1 seek to 
establish. 

Looking at the state of France immediately after the 
death of Louis XIV. ^ we have seen that^ his policy 
having reduced the country to the brink of ruin, and 
liaving destroyed every vestige of free inquiry, a 
reaction became necessary ; but that the materials for 
the reaction could not be found among a nation, which 
for fifty years had been exposed to so debilitating a 
system. This deficiency at home, caused the most 
eminent Frenchmen to turn their attcntioji abroad, 
and gave rise to a sudden admiration for the English 
literature, and for those hahits of thought which were 
then peculiar to the English people. New life being 
thus breathed into the wasted frame of French society, 
an eager and inquisitive spirit was generated, such as had 
not been seen since the time of Descartes. The upper 
classes, taking offence at this unexpected movement, 
attempted to stifle it, and made strenuous efforts to 
destroy that love of inquiry which was daily gaining 
ground. To effect their object, they persecuted litei*ary 
men with such bitterness, as to make it evident that 
the intellect of France must either relapse into its 
former servility, or else boldly assume the offensive. 
Haijpily for the interests of civilization, the lattei* 
alternative was adopted ; and, in or about 1750, a 
deadly struggle began, in which those principles of 
liberty which France borrowed from England, and 
which had hitherto been supposed only applicable to 
the church, were for the first time applied to the 
state. Coinciding with tliis movement, and indeed 
forming part of it, other circumstances occurred of the 
same character. No^v it was that the political econo- 
mists succeeded in proving that the interference of the 
governing classes had inflicted great mischief even 
upon the material interests of the country ; and had, 
by their protective measures, injured what they were 
believed to have benefited. This remarkable discovery 
in favour of general freedom, put a fresh weapon into 
the hands of the democratic party ; whose strength 
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was still further increased by the unrivalled eloquence 
; with which Rousseau assailed the existing- fabric. X’re- 
cisely the same tendency was exliibited in the extra- 
ordinary impulse given to every branch of physical 
■ science, which familiarized men with ideas of progress, 
|: and brought them into collision with the sfcitionary 

si and conservative ideas natural to government. The 

discoveries made respecting the external world, en- 
, couraged a restlessness and excitement of mind hostile 
to the spirit of routine, and therefore full of danger 
' for institutions only recommended by their antiquity, 

'I’liis eagerness for physical knowledge also effected a 
change in education ; and the ancient languages being 
neglected, another link -was severed which connected 
the present with the past. The church, the legitimate 
: protector of old opinions, was unable to resist the 

: passion for novelty, because she was weakened by 

i treason in her own camp. For by this time, Calvinism 
; had spread so much among the French clergy, as to 
: break them into two hostile pai-ties, and render it 

I impossible to rally them against their common foe. 

' 'I'he growth of this heresy was also imporhint, because 
Calvinism being essentially democratic, a revolutionary 
spirit appeared even in the ecclesiastical pi-ofession, so 
I that the feud in the church W'as accompanied , by 
another feud between the government and the church. 
These w'ere the leading symptoms of that vast move- 
ment which culminated in the French Revolution ; and 
all of them indicated a state of society so anarchical 
. and so thoroughly disorganized, as to make it certain 
that some gi-eat catastrophe was impending. At length, 
and when everything was ready for explosion, the news 
of the American Rebellion fell like a spark on the in- 
ffammatory mass, and ignited a flame which never 
ceased its ravages nntil it had destroyed all that 
, Frenchmen once held dear, and had left for the in- 
■ struction of mankind an awful lesson of the crimes 
into which continued oppression may huri*y a gener- 
ous and long-suffering people. - 
Such is a rapid outline of the view which my studies 
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have led me to take of the catises of the French Revo- 
lutiou. That I have ascertained all the causes, I do 
not for a moment suppose ; but it will, I believe, be 
found that none of importance have been omitted. It 
is, indeed, true, that among the matei-ials of which the 
evidence consists, many deficiencies will be seen ; and 
a more protracted labour would have been rewarded l>y 
a greater success. Of these shortcomings I am deeply 
sensible ; and I can only regret that the necessity of 
passing on to a still larger field has comj;elled me to 
leave so much for future inquirers to gather in. At 
tbe same time, it ought to be remembered, that this is 
the first attempt which has ever been made to study 
the antecedents of the French Revolution according to 
a scheme wide enough to include tbe whole of their 
intellectual bearings. In defiance of sound philosophy, 
and, 1 may say, in defiance of common understanding, 
historians obstinately persist in neglecting those great 
branches of physical knowledge, in which in every 
civilized country the operations of the human mind may 
he most clearly seen, and therefore the mental habits 
most easily ascertained. The result is, that the French 
Revolution, unquestionably the most important, the 
most complicated, and the most glorious event in 
historyii has been given over to authors, many of whom 
have displayed considerable ability, but all of whom 
have shown themselves destitute of that preliminary 
scientific education, in the absence of which it is im- 
possible to seize the spirit of any period, or to take a 
comprehensive survey of its various parts. Tims, to 
mention only a single instance : we have seen that the 
extraordinary impulse given to the study of the external 
world was intimately connected w-ith that democratic 
movement which overthrew the institutions of France. 
But this connexion historians have been unable to 
trace ; because they were unacquainted with the pro- 
gress uf the various branches of natural philosophy and 
of natural history. Hence it is that they have exhibited 
their great subject maimed and mutilated, shorn of 
those fair proportions which it ought to possess. 
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According- to this schemCj the historian sinks into the 
annalist; so that, instead of solving a prohleioa, he 
merely paints a picture. Without, therefore,, dis- 
paraging the labours of those industrious men '(vho 
ha’ce coilected materials for a history of the French 
Revolution, we may assuredly say, that the history 
itself has never been written ; since they who have 
attem]>tefl the task have not possessed such resources 
us would enable them to consider it as merely a single 
part of that far larger movement which was seen in 
every department of science, of philosophy, of religion, 
and of politics. 

Whether or not I have effected anything of real value 
towards remedying this deficiency, is a question for 
competent judges to decide. Of this, at least, I feel 
certain, that whatever imperfections may he observed, 
the fault consists, not in the method proposed, but in 
the extreme difficulty of any single man putting into 
full operation all the parts of so vast a scheme. It is 
on this point, and on this alone, that I feel the need of 
great indulgence. But as to the plan itself, I have no 
misgiving.s ; because I am deeply convinced that the 
time is fast approaching when the history of Man will 
he placed on its proper footing ; when its study will be 
recognized as the noblest and most arduous of all 
pursuits ; and when it will he clearly seen, that to 
cultivate it with success, there is wanted a wide and 
comprehensive mind, richly furnished with the highest 
branches of human knowledge. When this is fully 
admitted, history will be written only by tirose whoso 
luibits fit them for the task ; and it wiU be rescued 
from the hands of biographers, genealogists, collectors 
of anecdotes, chroniclers of courts, of princes, and of 
nobles — those babblers of vain things, who lie in wait 
at every corner, and infest this the public highway of 
our . national literature. That such, compilers should 
trespass on a province so far above their own, and 
should think that by these means they can throw light 
on the affairs of men, is one of many proofs of the still 
backward condition of our knowledge, and of the 
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indistinctness with which its boundaries have been 
jnapped out. If I have done anything- towards bringing 
these intrusions into discredit^ and inspiring historians 
themselves "with a sense of the dignity of their oum 
calling, 1 shall have rendered in my time some little 
service, and I shall he well content to have it said, 
that in many cases I have failed in executing what I 
originally proposed. Indeed, that there are in this 
volume several instances of such failure, I willijigly 
allow ; and 1 can only plead the immensity of the 
subject, the shortness of a single life, and the imper- 
fection of every single enteri)rise. I, therefore, wish 
this work to be estimated, not according to the finish 
of its separate parts, but according to the way in which 
those parts have been fused into a complete and sym- 
metrical whole. This, in an undertaking of such 
novelty and magnitude, I have a right to expect. And 
I would, moreover, add, that if the reader has met 
with opinions adverse to his own, he should remember 
that his views are, perchance, the same as those 
which I too once held, and which 1 have abandoned, 
because, after a wider range of study, I found them 
unsupported by solid proof, subversive of the interests 
of Man, and fatal to tlie progress of his knowledge. 
To examine the notions in which we have been edu- 
cated, and to turn aside from those which will not bear 
the test, is a task so painful, that they who shrink from 
the suffering should pause before they reproach those 
by whom the suffering is undergone. What I have put 
forward may, no douft, be erroneous ; but it is, at all 
events, the result of an honest searching after truth, of 
unsparing labour, of patient and anxious reflection. 
Conclusions arrived at in this way, are not to he over- 
turned by stating that they endanger some other con- 
clusions ; nor can they be even affected by allegations 
against their supposed tendency. The principles which 
I advocate, are based upon distinct arguments, sup- 
ported by well-ascertained facts. The only points, 
therefore, to be ascertained, are, whether the argu- 
ments are fair, and whether the facts are certain. If 
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these two conditions have been obeyed, the principles 
follow by an inevitable inference. Their demonstration 
is, in the pi*esent volume, necessarily incomplete ; and 
the reader must suspend his final judgment until the 
close of this Introduction, when the subject in all its 
hearings will be laid before him. The remaining part 
of the Introduction will bo occupied, as I have already 
intimated, with an investigation of the civilizations of 
Germany, America, Scotland, and Spain ; each of which 
presents a diflerent type of intellectual development, 
and has, therefore, followed a different direction in its 
religious, scientific, social, and political history. The 
causes of these differences I shall attempt to ascertain, 
llie next step will be to generalize the causes them- 
selves ; and having thus referred them to certain 
principles common to all, we shall be possessed of 
what may be called the fundamental laws of European 
thought ; the divergence of the different countries 
being regulated either by the direction those laws 
take, or else by their comparative energy. To dis- 
cover these fundamental laws xvill be the business of 
the Introduction ; while, in the body of the work, I 
shall apply them to the history of England, and en- 
deavour by their aid to work out the epochs through 
which we have successively passed, fix the basis of our 
present civilization, and indicate the path of our future 
progress. 
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Outline oe the Histoky ok the Spanish Intellecx 

FROAr the Fifth to the Middle of the Nine- 
teenth Century. 

In the preceding volume, I have endeavoured to estab- 
lish four leading propositions, which, according to my 
view, are to be deemed the basis of the history of civiliza- 
tion. ’Ihey are : 1st, That the progress of mankind 
depends on the success with which the laws of pheno- 
mena are investigated, and on the extent to which a 
knowledge of those laws is diffused. 2d, That before 
such investigation can begin, a spirit of scejiticism 
must arise, which, at first aiding the investigation, i.s 
afterwards aided by it, 8d, That the discoveries thu.s 
made, increase the influence of intellectual truths, and 
diminish, relatively, not absolutely, the influence of 
moral truths ; moral truths being more stationary than 
intellectual truths, and receiving fewer additions. 4th, 
Tliat the great enemy of this movement, and therefore 
the great enemy of civilization, is the protective spirit ; 
by which I mean the notion that society cannot prosper, 
unless the affairs of life are watched over and protected at 
■nearly every turn by the state and the church ; the state 
teacliing men what they are to do, and the church teach- 
ing them what they are to believe. Such are the proposi- 
tions which I hold to be the most essential for a right 
understonding of histoi'y, and which I have defended in 
the only two ways any proposition can be defended ; 
namely, inductively and deductively. The inductive 
defence comprises a collection of historical and scien- 
tific facts, which suggest and authorize the conclusions 
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drawn from tliem ; while the deductive defence coiiriisfe 
of a verification of those conelusionsj, by’- showing how 
•they explain the history of different countries atid their 
various fortunes. To the former, or inductive mctliod 
of defence, I am «it present unable to add anythinir 
new ; hut the deductive defence I hope to strengthen 
considerably in this volume, and by its aid confirm not 
only the four cardinal propositions just stated, but also 
several minor propositions, which, 'though strictly 
sj)eaking flowing from them, will require separate 
verification. According to the plan already sketched . 
the renuiining part of the Introduction will contain 
an examination of the history of Spain, of Scotland, 
of Germany, and of the United Sbites of America, wdth 
the object of elucidating principles on which the history 
of England supplies inadequate information. And as 
Spain is the country where what I conceive to be the 
fundamental conditions of national improvement have 
been most flagrantly -violated, so also shall we find that 
it is the country where the penalty paid for the violation 
has been most heavy, ami where, tbereforo, it is most 
instructive to ascertain how the prevalence of certain 
opinions causes the decay of the people among wdiom 
they predominate. 

\ve have seen that the old tropical civilizations 
were accompanied by remarkable features which .1 
have termed Aspects of Nature, and ivhich, by in- 
flaming the imagination, encouraged superstition, and 
prevented men from daring to analyze such threaten- 
ing; physical phenomena ; in other words, prevented 
the creation of the physical sciences. Now, it is an 
interesting fact that, in these respects, no European 
country i.s so analogous to the tropics as Spain. No 
other part of Europe is so clearly designated by nature 
as the seat and refuge of superstitioxr. Recurring to 
-what has been already proved,'**® it will be remembered 
that among the most important physical causes of 

<*’8 In the second chapter of the first volume of Bucklt’^ 
Bisiory of Civilizatmi. 
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superstition are famines, epidemics, earthquakes and 
that general unhealthiness of climate, which, by 
shortening the average duration of life, increases the 
frequency and earnestness with which supernatural 
aid is immkod. These peculiarities, taken together, 
are more prominent in Spain than anywhere else in 
Europe ; it will therefore be useful to give such a 
summary of them as will exhibit the mischievous 
eflects they have produced in shaping the national 
character, , 

If we except the northern extremity of Spain, 
may say that the two principal characteristics of the 
climate are heat and dryness, both of wdiich are 
favoured by the extreme difficulty which nature has 
interposed in regard to irrigation. For, the rivers 
which intersect the land, run mostly in beds too deep 
to be made available for watering the soil, %vhich con- 
sequently is, and always has been, reraarkabh' arid.^^® 
Owing to this, and to the infrequency of rain, there is 
no European country as richly endowed in other 
respects, where droughts and therefore famines have 
been so frequent and serious. At the same time the 
vicissitudes of climate, particularly in the central 
parts, make Spain habitually unhealthy ; and this 
general tendency being strengthened in the middle 
ages by the constant occurrence of famine, caused the 
TLwages of pestilence to be unusually fatal. When we 
moreover add that in the Peninsula, including Portugal , 
earthquakes have been extremely disa.strous ,^“‘’ and have 

418 Cl cniQ state of agriculture in Spain may be aseribed 
partly to physical and partly to moral causes. At the head of 
tho former must be placed the heat of the climate and the 
aridity of the soil Most part of the rivers with which the 
country is intersected run in deep beds, and are but little 
available, except in a few favoured localities, for purpo.ses of 
irrigation. " M'CullocTCs Geographical and Stat'istical Dictionary, 
London, 1849, vol. ii, p. 708. 

420 < I Earthquakes are still often felt at Grana da and al ong the 
coast of the province of Alicante, where their effects have been 
vei'y disastrous. Much further in the interior, in the small 
Sierra del Tremedal, or district of Albarracia, in the province 
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I excited all those superstitious feelings which they 

I naturally provoke^, we may form some idea of, the 

insecurity of lifcj, and of the ease with which an artful 

of Terruel, eruptions and shocks have heen vety frequent since 
the most remote periods; the black porphyry is there seen 
trave,rHing the altered strata of tho oolitic formation. The old 
inhabitan ts of the country speak of sinking of the ground and 
; of the escape of sulphureous gases when they were young ; 

I these same phenotnona have occurred during four consecutive 

I months of the preceding winter, accompanied by earthquakes, 

1 which have caused considerable mischief to the buildings of 

■seven villages situated within a radius of two leagues. They 
I have not, however, been attended with any loss of life, on 

I account of the inhabitants hastening to abandon their dwoll- 

I ings at tho first indication of danger.” Jizquerra on the 

j ; Geology of Spaiti, in the Quarterly J&nrnal of the Geological 
I Society of London, vol, vi. pp. 412, 413, London, 1850. “ The 

provinces of Malaga, Murcia and Granada, and, in Portugal, 
the country round Lisbon, are recorded at several periods to 
have been devastated by groat earthquakes. ” Li/eWs Principles 
of Geology, London, 1858, p. 358. "The littoral plains, 

■ especially about Cartagena and Alicante, are much subject to 
earthquakes.” Ford’s Spain, 1847, p. 1C8. “This corner of 
Spain is the chief volcanic di.strict of the Peninsula, which 
stretches from Cabo de Gata to near Cartagena : the earth- 

f uakes are very frequent. " Ford, 17 L '“’Spain, including 

ortugal, in its external configuration, with its vast tableland 
of the two Castiles, rising nearly 2000 feet above the sea, is 
perhaps the most interesting portion of Europe, not only in 
this respect, but as a region of earthquake disturbance, where 
the energy and destroying power of this agency have heen 
more than once displayed upon tho mosst tremendous scale.” 

Pallet's Sarthtpiake Catalogue of the Jiritish Association, Eoi)ort 
for 1858, p. 9, London, 1858. 

I quote these passages at length, partly on account of their 
interest as physical truths, and partly because tho facts stated 
in them are essential for a right understanding of the history i 

of Spain. Their iniiueiice on tho Spanish character was pointed ^ 

out, for I believe the first time, in my Histoery of Civilisation. 

On that occasion, I adduced no evidence to prove the freciucncy , 

of earthquakes in the Peninsula, because I supposed that all * 

persori.s moderately acquainted with the physical history of the 
eai-th were aware of the eircumstanee. But, in April lS58,_a 
criticism of tny book appeared in the Edinburgh Revim, in 
which tho serious blunders which I am said to have committed 
are unsparingly exposed, in p. 468 of that Review, tho critic, 
li ir z 
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and ambitious priesthood could turn such insecurity 
into an engine for the advancement of their own 
power, 

after warning his readers against my ‘‘inaccuracies,” observes, 
“But Mr Buckle goes on to state that ‘earthquakes and voli 
canic eruptions axe more frequent and more destructive in 
Italy, and in the Spanish and Portuguese peninsula, than in 
any other of the great countries.’ 'Whenco lie infers, by a 
singular process of reasoning, that superstition is more rife, 
and the clergy more powerful ; but that the line arts fiom-isu, 
poetry is cultivated, and the sciences neglected. Every link in 
this chain is more or less faulty. There is no v<jleano in the 
Spanish peninsula, and the only earthqualco known to have 
occurred there was that of Lisbon.” Now, I have certainly no 
right to expect that a reviewer, composing a popular article 
for an immediate purpose, and knowing that when his article 
is read, it will be thrown aside and forgotten, should, under 
such unfavourable circumstances, bo at the pains of mastering 
aU the details of his subject. To look for this, would bo the 
height of injustice. He has no interest in being accurate ; his 
name being concealed, his reputation, if he have any, is not at 
stake ; and the errors into which he falls, ought to be regarded 
with leniency, inasmuch as their vehicle being an ephemeral 
publication, they are not likely to be remembered, and they 
are therefore not likely to work much mischief. 

These considerations have always pi-evented me from offering 
any reply to anonymous criticisms. But the passage in the 
Edinburgh Renkio, to which I have called attention, displays 
such marvellous ignorance, that I wish to rescue it from 
oblivion, and to put it on record as a literary curiosity. The 
other charges brought against me could, I need hardly say, be 
refuted with equal ease. Indeed, no reasonable person can 
possibly suppose that, after years of arduous and uninterrupted 
study, I should have committed tbo.se childish blunders with 
which my opponents unsciTipuloirsly taunt me. Once for all, I 
may say that I have made ho assertion for the truth of which 
I clo not possess ample and irrefragable evidence. But it is 
impossible for me to arrange and adduce all the proofs at the 
same time ; and, in so vast an enterprise, I must in some 
degree rely, not on the generosity of the reader, but on his 
candour. I do not think that I am asking too much in request- 
ing him, if on any future occasion his judgment should be in 
suspense between me and my critics, to give mo the benefit of 
the doubt, and to bear in mind that statements embodied in a 
deliberate and slowly concocted work, authenticated by the 
author’s name, are, as a mere matter of antecedent lu’obability, 
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Another feature of this singular country is the pi-O” 
valence of a pastoral lifo^ mainly catiseti'hy the diflli- 
more likely to lio accurate than statements made in reviews and 
newspapers, which, besides being written hastily, and often at 
very short notice, are unsigned, and bjr which, consequently, 
their promulgators evade all rcsponsiiulity, avoid all risk, and 
can, in their own pei'sons, neither gain fame nor incur obloquy. 

The simple fact is, that in Spain there have been more oaith- 
qnakes than in all otlier parts of Europe put together, Italy 
excepted, If the dostraction of property tind of life produced 
hy this one cause were summoJ up, the results would bo appal- 
ling. When wo moreover add those alarming shocks, wiiich, 
though I 0 S.S destructive, are far more frequent, and of, which 
not scores nor hundreds, but thousands, have occurred, and 
which by increasing the total amount of fear, have to an incal- 
culablo extent promoted the gTo\rth of superstition, it is 
evident that such phenomena must have played an important 
part in forming the national character of the Spaniards. Who- 
ever will take the trouble of consulting the following passages 
will find decisive qwoofs of the frighthil ravages committed by 
earthquakes in Spain alone ; Portugal being excluded. They 
all j-efor to a period of less than two hundred years ; the finst 
being in 1639, and the last in 1829. Lettres de Madame de 
Villan, Ambasmlrke en Espagnst Amsterdam, 1769, p. 205. 
Labw'de’s Spain, Lend. 1809, vbl. i. p. 169. Dunlop's Mmol, vs 
of Spain, Edinburgh, 1834, vol. ii. pp, 226, 227. Boisel, Joiirml 
du Voyage d'Espagiie, Paris, 1669, 4to, p. 243. Mallefs Marth~ 
quake 'Catalogue, of the British Association, London, 1 858 j Report 
for 1853, p. 146 ; for 1854, pp. 26, 27, 54, 65, 57, 5S, 65, 110, 
140, 173, 196, 202, Siemhurne's Tramls through Spain, London,' 
1787, vol, i. p. 160. Ford's Spain, London, 1847, p. 178, 
Bacon's Six Years in Biscay, London, 1838, p. 32, compared 
mthlnglis' Spain, London, 1831, voi i. p. 393, vol. ii. p. 2S9-291. 

These authorities narrate the ravages committed during a 
hundred and ninety years. Prom their account, it is manifest, 
that in Spain hardly a generation passed by without castles, 
villages, and towns being destrewed, and men, women, or 
children killed by ea.rthquake.s. But, according to our anony- 
mous instructor, it is doubtful if there ever was an earth{iuako 
in Spain ; for ho says of the whole Peninsula, incUiding Portugal, 
“the only earthquake known to have occurred there wa.s that 
of Lisbon.” 

The history of Spain abounds with similar instances far too 
numerous to quote or oven to refer to. But the subject is so 
important aud has been so misrepresented, that, even a.t the 
ri.sk of wearying the reader, I will give one more illusteation of 
the use of oai’thquakas in fostering Spanish superstition. In 


35G SPANISH INTELLECT FROM THE 


culty of establishing regular habits of agricultural 
industry. In most parts of Spain^ the climate renders 
it impossible for the labourer to work the whole of the 
day; and this forced interruption encourages among 
the people an irregularity and instability of purpose, 
which makes them choose the wandering avocations of 
a shepherd^ rather than the more fixed pursuits of 
agriculture,'*^^ And during the long and arduous var 
which they waged against their Mohammedan invaders, 
they were subject to such incessant surprises and forays 
on the part of tlie enemy, as to make it advisable that 
their means of subsistence should be easily removed; 
hence they preferred the produce of their flocks to that 
of their lands, and were shepherds instead of agi-icul- 
turists, simply because by that means they would sufier 
less in case of an unfavourable issue. Even after the 
capture of Toledo, late in the eleventh century, the 
inhabitants of the frontier in Estraniadura, La Mancha, 

1604 “an earthquake, accompanied by a tremendous hurricane, 
such as the oldest men did not remember, had visited Anda- 
lusia, and especially Camona, a place belonging to the Queen, 
and occasioned frightful desolation there. The superstitious 
Spaniards now read in these portents i/ie prophetic signs hy 
W’AiVi. Heaven annotinces some great calamity, Prayers tcere put 
up in every temple,’' &c., &c. Prescott's History of Ferdinand 
and, Isabella, Paris, 1842, vol. iii. p. 174. 

ELoneo “ the wandering life so congenial to the habits of 
the Spanish peasantry,” noticed in Cook’s Spain, vol. i. p, 86, 
where, however, the connexion between this and the \ hysieal 
constitution of the country is not indicated. The solution ja 
given by Mr Ticknor with his usual accuracy and penetration ; 
“The climate and condition of the Peninsula, which from a i 
very remoto period had favoured the shepherd's life and bk 
pursuits, facilitated, no doubt, if they did not occasion, the first 
introduction into Spanish poetry of a pastoral tone, who.-o 
ochoe.s are heard far back among the old ballads,” . , . “From 
the Middle Ages the occupations of a shepherd’s life had pru- 
vailed in Spain and Portugal to a greater extent than ckowhei e 
in Europe; and, probably, in consequence of this circumstance, 
eclogues and bucolics were early known in the poetry of both 
countries, and became connected in both with the origin <.4 the 
popular drama,” Ticknor's History of Spanish lAterafure, 
Iiondon, 184&,‘ vol. iii, pp. 9, 36. 
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and New Castile, were almost, entirely herdsmen, and 
their cattle were pastured not in private meadows but 
in the open fields. Ail this increased the imcerhiiiity 
of life, and streng’theued, that love of adventure, and 
that spirit of romance, which, at a later period, ^-ave a 
tone to the popular literature. Under such circum- 
stances, everytiiinp; gvaw precarious, restless and 
unsettled ; thoui^lit and inquiry were impo.ssible ; 
(louht was unknown ; and tlje way was prepared for 
those superstitious haldts, and for that deep-rooted and 
leuacious belief, which have always formed a principal 
feature izi tiie history of the Spanish nation. 

lo what extent these circumstances would, if they 
stood by themselves, have affected the ulthnale destiny 
of Spain, is a, question hardly possible to answer ; but 
there can be uo douizt that their effects must always 
have been important, though from the paucity of evi- 
dence, we are unable to measure them with precision. 
In regard, however, to the actual result, this point is of 
little moment, because a long chain of other and still 
more iniiuential events became interwoven with those 
just mentioned, and, tending in precisely the same 
direction produced a combinzition which nothing could 
resist, and from which wc may trzice with unerring 
certainty tlie steps by which the nation subseqziently 
declined. The liistory of the causes of the degradation 
of Spziin will indeed become too clear to be mistaken, if 
studied in reference to those general principles which 
T have enunchited, and which will themselves be con- 
firmed by the light they throw on this instructive 
though moliincholy subject. 

After the subvei’sion of the Roman Empire, the first 
leazlzng fact in the history of Spain is the settlement of 
the Visigoths, and the esteblishmcnt of their opinions 
in the Penizisula. They, as well as the Suevi, who 
iinmediiito] y pi'eceded them, wei'e Arians, anil Spain 
duriizg a hundred ami fifty years became the rallying 
point of that famous heresy, to which indeed most 

The unsettled chronology of the early history of Spam 
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of the Gothic tribes then adhered. But, at the end of 
tlie fifth century, the Franks, on their conversion from 
Paganism, adopted the opposite and orthodox creed, 
and were encouraged hy their clergy to make war 
upon their heretical neighbours. Clovis, who was 
then king of the Franks, was regarded by the church 
as the champion of the faith, in whose behalf he 
attacked the unbelieving Visigoths.'*--^' His .successors, 
moved by tlie same motives, pursued the same policy j 
and during nearly a centiny, there was a \var of 
opinions between France and Spain, by which the 
Visigothic empire was seriously endangered, and was 
more than once on the verge of dissolution. Hence, 
in Spain, a war for national independence became also 
a war for national religion, and an intimate alliance 
was formed between the Ariau kings and the Arian 
clergy. The latter class were, in those ages of igno- 
rance, sure to gain by such a compact, and they re- 
ceived considerable temporal advantages in return for 
the prayers which they offered up against the enemy, 
as also for the mii'acles which they occasionally pei- 
formed. Thus early, a foundation was laid for the 

appears from the different statements of various writers respect- 
ing the duration of Arianism, a point of much more import- 
ance than the death and accession of kings. M'Crie, generally 
well infoiTued, says in his History of the Reformation, in Spain, 
Edinburgh, 1829, p. 7, “Arianhsm was the prevailing and 
o.stablished creed of the country for nearly two centuries;” 
for this, he refers to Gregory of Tours. With good reason, 
therefore, docs M. Fauricl term it “ime question qui souffre 

des difficulMs.” 

In 496, the orthodox clergy looked on Clovis as "un 
champion qu’il pent oppo.ser aux heretiques visigoth.s etbur- 
gondes. ” Fauriel, Histoire de la Ganle Aferidionale, vol. ii, p. 
41. They also likened him to Gideon, p. 66. Ortiz is so enthusi- 
astic that he forgets his patriotism, and warmly praises the 
ferocious barbarian who made war, indeed, on his country, but 
dtill whose speculative opinions were supposed to bo sound. 

■^24 Thus, in 531, Childebert marched against the Visigoths, 
beoaiiae they were Arians. Fauriel, Jlistoire de la Gaule IAM~ 
dionah, vol. ii. p. 131 ; and in 542, Childebert and Clotaire 
made another attack, and laid siege to Saragossa, p. 142. 
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immense influence wFich the Spanish priesthood have 
possessed ever since;, and, ft-hicn was strenf’thcned Fy 
suFscqueat events. For, late in the sixth ceutnry, 
the Latin clergy converted their Visigothic masters, 
n,iul the S})aiiish government, becoming orthodox, natu- 
rally conferred upon its teachers an authority equal 
to that wielded by the Arian hierarchy. Indeed, the 
rulers of Spain, grateful to those who had sho^vn them 
the error of their ways, were willing rather to increase 
the power of the church than to diminish it. The 
clergy took advantage of this disposition ; and the 
result was, that before the middle of the seventh 
century the sjdritual classes possessed more influence 
in Spain than in any other part of Europe. 7’he 
ecclesiastical synods became not only councils of the 
church, but also parliaments of the realm.^'^® At 
Toledo, which was then the capital of Spain, the. 
power of the clergy was immense, and was so ostenta- 
tiously displayed, that in a council they held there in 
the year (,)33, we find the king literally prostrating 
himself on the ground before the bishops ; and half a 
century later, the ecclesiastical historian mentions that 
this humiliating practice was repeated by another king, . 
having become, he says, an established custom. That 
this %vas not a mere nieaningless ceremony, is moreover 
evident from other and analogous facts. Exactly the 
same tendency is seen in their jurisprudence ; since, 
by the Visigothic code, any layman, whether plaintiff 
or defendant, might insist on his cause being tried, 

425 "As for tho councils hold under the Yisigoth kings of 
Spain during the seventh century, it is not easy to determine 
whether they are to be considered as ecclesiastical or temporal 
assemblies. No kingdom was so thoroughly under the bond- 
age of tho hierarchy as Spain.” Mullam’s Middle Age&, edit. 
l8-i6, voi. i. p. 511. 

426 "But it is in Spain, after the Visigoths had cast off their 
Ariani.sm, that the bishops more rnanifestly influence the whole 
character of the legislation. Tho synods of Toledo were not 
tneraly national councils, but pwliaments of tho realm.” 
Mibmn’s Hisiory of Latin Christianity, London, 1854-, vol. i. 
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not by the temporal magistrate^ but by the bishop of 
the diocese. Nay, even if both parties to the suit 
were agreed in preferring the civil tribunal, the bishop 
still retained the power of revoking the decision, if in 
his opinion it was incorrect ; and it was his especial 
business to watch over the administration of justice, 
and to instruct the magistrates liow to perform their 
duty. ‘‘2’' Another, and more painful proof of the 
ascendency of the clergy is that the laws against 
heretics were harsher in Sj)ain than in any other 
country ; the Jews in particular being persecuted 
with unrelenting rigour. Indeed, the desire of 
upholding the faith was strong enough to produce a 
formal declaration that no sovereign should be acknow- 
ledged, unless he promised to preserve its purity ; the 
judges of the purity being of course the bishops them- 
selves, to whose suffrage the king owed his throne. 

8uch were the circumstances which, in and be- 
fore the seventh century, secured to the Spanish 
Church an influence unequalled in any other part of 
Europe. Early in the eighth century, an event 
occurred which apparently broke up and dispersed the 
hierarchy, but which, in reality, was extremely favour- 
able to them. In 711 the Mohammedans sailed from 

427 Spain, the bishops had a special charge to keep 
continual watch over the administration of Justice, and were' 
summoned on all great occasions to instruct the Judges to act 
with piety and Justice.” MilmarCs History of Latin Chris- 
tiimity^ 1854, vol. i. p. S86. The council of Toledo, in 633, 
directs bishops to admonish Judges, 

42S "The terrible Law.s against heresy, and the atrocious 
Juridical persecutions of the Jews, already designate Spain as 
the throne and centre of merciless bigotry.” Milman’s History 
of Latin Christianity, vol. i. p. 381, Prescott’s History of 
Ferdinand and Isahetla, vol i. pp. 235, 236. Southey’s Chronktes 
of the. Cid, p. 18. 1 particularly indicate iliese passages, on 

account of the extraordinary assertion of Dr M'Orie, that “ on 
a review of criminal proceedings in Spain antoiaor to tho 
establishment of the court of Inquisition, it appears in general 
that heretics were more mildly treated there than in other 
countries,” M‘Crie’s Hisionyofthe Reformation in Spain, p. 83, 
the best book on the Spanish Protestants, 
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Africa, landed in the south of Spain, and in the space 
of three years conquered the whole country, except the 
almost inaccessible regions of the north-west. 'I’he 
Spaniards, secure in their native mounfciins, soon 
recovered iieart, rallied their forces, and began in their 
turn to assail the iuvadez's. A desperate struggle 
ensued, whicli lasted nearly eight centui'ies, and in 
which, a second time in the history of iiipain, a •v^^'ir for 
independence was also a war for religion ; the contest 
between Arabian Infidels and Spanish Christians, suc- 
ceeding that formerly carried on between the Trini- 
tarians of France and the Arians of Spain. Slowly, 
and wdth infinite difficulty, the Cijrislians fought their 
way, X^y the middle of the ninth century, they 
reached the line of the Douro. Before the close of 
the eleventh century, they conquered as far as the 
Tagus, and Toledo, their ancient capital, fell into their 
hands in 1083. Even tlien much remained to he done. 
In the south, the struggle assumed its deadliest form, 
and there it was prolonged with such obstinacy, that 
it was not until the capture of Malaga in 1487, and 
of Oranada in 1402, that the Christian empire was 
re~e.stablished, and the old Spanish monarchy linally 
•restored. 

The effect of all this on the Spanish character was 
most remarkable. During eight successive centuries, 
the whole country was engaged in a religious crusade ; 
and those holy wars which other nations occasionally 
waged, were, in Spain, prolonged and continued for 
more than twenty generations.^'^'’’ Tlie object being not 
only to regain a territory, but also to re-establish a 
creed, it naturally happened that the expounders of 
tijat creed assumed a prominent and important posi- 
tion. In the camp, and in the council chamber, the 

429 “According to the magnificent stylo of tlio {apanish 
Iiistoriaiis, eight centuries of almost uninterrupted warfare 
elapsed, and "three thousand seven hundred battles were 
fought, before the last of the Moorish kingdoms in Spain sub- 
mitted to the Chrislian arms.” Rob&'tsofn’s Charles V, by 
Prescott, London, 1857, p. 65. 
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voice of ecclesiastics was heard and obeyed ; for as the 
war aimed at the propag'ation of Christianity, it seemed 
right that her ministers should play a conspicuous part 
in a matter which jjarticuiarly concerned them. The 
danger to wdiich the country was exposed being more- 
over very imminent, those superstitious feelings w'exe 
excited which danger is apt to provoke, and to xvhich, 
as I have elsewhere shown, the tropical civilizations 
owed some of their leading peculiarities. Scarcely 
were the Spanish Christians driven from their homes 
and forced to take refuge in the north, when this great 
principle began to operate. In their mountainous 
retreat, they preserved a chest filled with relics of the 
saints, the possession of which they valued as their 
greatest security. This was to them a national standard, 
round which they rallied, and by the aid of which they 
gained miraculous victories over their Infidel opponents. 
Looking upon themselves as soldiers of the cross, their 
minds became habituated to supernatural considerations 
to an e.\tent which we can now hardly believe, and 
which distinguished them in this respect from every 
other European nation. Their young men saw visions, 
and their old men dreamed dreams. Strange sights 
were vouchsafed to them from heaven ; on the eve of 
a battle mysterious portents appeared ; and it was 
observed, that whenever the Mohammedans violated 
the tomb of a Christian saint, thunder and lightning 
were sent to rebuke the misbelievers, and, if need be, 
to punish their audacious invasion.^'"*^ 

430 “ But no people ever felt themselves to be so absolutely 
soldiers of the cross as the Spaniards did, from the time of 
their Moorish wars ; no people ever trusted so constantly to 
the recurrence of miracles in the afiairs of their daily life ; and 
therefore no people over talked of Divine things as of matters 
in their nature so familiar and common-place. Traces of this 
state of feeling and character are to be found in Spanish litera- 
ture on all sides.” Tichior's Minion/ ofSpemish JAteratwe, vol. 
ii. p. 333. 

431 “Priests mingled in the council and the camp, and, 
arrayed in their sacerdotal robes, not unfrequently led the 
armies to battle. They interpreted the will of Heaven, as 
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^ Under circumstances like these, the clergy could not 
Ihil to extend their influence ; or, we may rather say, 
the course of ^ events extended it for them. The 
Spanish Christians, pent up for a considerable time in 
the mountains of Asturias, and. deprived of their 
former re.soui’ces, quickly degenerated, and soon lost 
the^ scanty civilization to wliich they had attained. 
Stripped of all their wealth, and confined to what was 
comparatively a barren region, they relapsed into 
bar))arisin, ami remained, "for at least a century, 
without arte, or commci*ce, or literature. As their 
ignorance increased, so also did their superstition ; 
while this last, in its turn, strengthened the authority 
of their priests. The order of affairs, therefore, was 
very natural. The Mohammedan invasion made the 
Christians poor ; poverty caused ignorance ; ignorance 
caused credulity ; and credulity, depriving men both 
of the power and of the desire to investigate for them- 
selves, encouraged a reverential spirit, and confirmed 
those submissive habits, and that blind obedience to 
the Church, which form the leading and most 
unfortunate peculiarity of Spanish history. 

From this it appears, that there were "three ways 
in which the Mohammedan invasion strengthened the 
devotional feelings of the Spanish people. The first 
way was by promoting a long and obstinate religious 
war ; the second was by the presence of constant and 
imminent dangers ; and the third way was by the 
poverty, and therefore the ignorance, which it 
produced among the Chi'istians. 

These events being preceded by the great Arian war, 
and being accompanied and perpetually reinforced by 
those physical phenomena which I have , indicated as 
tending in the same direction, worked with such 
combined and accumulated energy, that in Spain the 
theological element became not so much a component 

inysteriou.sly revealed in dream.s and visions. Miracles were 
a familiar occurrence. The violated tombs of the saints sent 
forth thunders and lightnings to consume the invaders.” 
Prescott's History of I^erdmind and isahella, vol. i. p. xxsix. 
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of Hie national character^ but rather the character 
itself. The ablest and most ambitious of the Spanish 
kings were compelled to follow in the general wake ; 
andj despots though they were, they succumbed to 
that pressure of opinions which they believed they 
were controlling. The war w'ith Granada^ late in the 
fifteenth century, was theological far more than 
temporal ; and Isabella, who made the greatest 
sacrifices in order to conduct it, and who in capacity 
as well as in honesty was superior to Ferdinand, had 
for her object not so much the acquisition of territory 
as the propagation of the Christian faith. Indeed, 
any doubts which could he entertained respecting the 
purpose of the contest must have been dissipated by 
subsequent events. For, scarcely was tlie war bi’ought 
to a close, w'hen Ferdinand and Isabella issued a decree 
expelling from the country every Jew who refused to 
deny his faith ; so that the soil of Spain might he no 
longer polluted by the presence of unbelievers.'^®® To 
make them Christians, or, failing in that, to exter- 
minate them, was the business of the Inquisition, which 
was established in the same reign, and wdiich before the 
end of the fifteenth century was in full operation.®* 
During the sixteenth century, the throne was occupied 
by two princes of eminent ability, who pursued a 
similar course. Charles V,, who succeeded Ferdinand 
in 1510, governed Spain for forty years, and the 
general character of his administration was the same as 
that of his predecessors. In regard to his foreign 
policy, his three principal wars w'ere against Frazice, 
against the German princes, and against Turkey. Of 
these, the first was secular ; but the two last were 

^■2 “ Isabella may be regarded as the soul of this wju-. She 
engaged in it with the most exalted views, les.s to acquire 
territory than to reestablish the empire of tbo Crof^H over the 
ancient domain of Christendom.” Prescott’s llisioi'y of Ferdinmvd 
tmd Isabella, vol. i. p, 392. 

Of the number of - Jews actually expelled, I can find no 
trustworthy account. They are differently e.stimatod at from 
160,000 to 800,000 

^34 It had been introdnoed into Aragon in 1242. 
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essentially reJigious. In the German war, lie defended 
the church af>-aiust innovation ; and at the battle of 
Muhlberg-j he so completely humbled the Protestant 
princes, as to retard for some time the prog:ress of tho 
Reformation. In his other great war, he, as the 
champion of Christianity against Mohaininedanisra, 
consummated what his grandfather, Ferdinand, had ' 
begun. Charles defeated and dislodged the Moham- 
medans in the east, just as Ferdinand had done in the 
west ; the repulse of the Turks before VTeiuia being 
to the sixteenth century, what the conquest of the 
Arabs of Granada wa.s to the fifteenth. It was, there- 
fore, with reason that Charles, at the close of his 
career, could boast that he had always preferred his 
creed to his country, and that the first object of his 
ambition had been to maintain the interests of 
Christianity. The zeal with which he struggled for 
the faith, also appears in his exertions against heresy 
in the Low Countries. According to contemporary 
and competent authorities, from fifty thousand to a 
hundred thousand persons were put to death in the 
Netherlands during his reign on account of their reli- 
gious opinions.^® Later inquiries have doubted the 
accuracy of this statoment,^^^ which is probably ex- 
aggerated ; but we know that, between 1520 and 1.550, 
he'^ published a series of laws, to the effect that those 
who were convicted of heresy should he beheaded, or 
burned alive, or buried alive. The penalties were thus 
various, to meet the circumstances of each case. 

In the speech he made at his abdication, he said that “ he 
had been ever mindful of the interests of the dear land of his 
birth, hut above all of tho great interests of Christianity. His 
first object had been to maintain these inviolate against the 
infidel.” Prescott's Philip IJ., vol. i. p. 8. * 

Grotius says 100,000 ; Bor, Meteren and Paul say 50,000. 

It is daubtod, if I rightly remernher, by Mr Prescott. 
But tho 0 [iinion of that able historian is entitled to less weight 
from his want of acquaintance with. Dutch literature, where 
tho principal evidence must be sought for. On this, as on 
many other matters, the .valuable work of Mr Motloy leaves 
little to deau'e. 
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Capital pxmisliiffietjt, however, was always to be inflicted 
on whoever bought an heretical book, or sold it, or 
even copied it for his own uso.^®® His last advice to 
his son, well accorded with these measures- Only a 
few days before his death, he signed a codicil to his 
will, recommending that no favour should ever be 
shown to heretics ; that they should all be put to 
deatli ; and that care should be taken to uphold the 
Inquisition, as tlie best means of accomplishing so 
desirable an eud.^®® 

This barbai'ous policy is to be ascribed, not to the 
vices, nor to the temperament of the individual ruler, 
but to the operation of large general causes, which 
acted upon the individual, and impelled him to the 
course he pursued. Charles was by no means a 
vindictive man ; his natural disposition was to mercy 
rather than to rigour ; his sincerity is unquestionable ; 
he performed what he believed to be bis duty ; and he 
was so kind a friend, that those who knew him best 
were jweeisely those who loved him most.^‘‘° Little, 

Prescott’s Philip II . , vol. i. pp. 196, 197. In 1523, the first 
persons wave burned. Motley's Dutch Republic, vol. i, p. 69. 

He died on the 21st September ; and on the 9th he signed 
a codicil, in which he “ enjoined upon his son to follow up and 
bring to justice evei'y heretic in his dominions, and this with- 
out exception, and without favour or mercy to anyone. He 
conjured Philip to cherish the holy Inquisition as the best 
means of accomplishing this good work.” Prescott’s Additions 
to Robertson’ s Gltarles K., p. 576. 

Native testimony may perhaps be accused of being jiartial ; 
bnt, on the other hand, Raumer, in his valuable Histm^y of the 
Sixteenth and Seventeenih Cemturm, vol, i. p. 22, justly observes, 
that his character has been misrepresented "by reason that 
historians have availed themselves by preference of the inimical 
narratives of French and Protestant writer's.” To steer between 
these extremes, I will transcribe the summing up of Charles’.s 
reign as it is given by a learned and singularly unprejudiced 
writer. "Tortuous as was sometimes the policy of the 
einperor, he never, like Francis, acted with treachery; his 
mind had too much of native grandeur for such basonsss. 
Sincere in relimon and friendship, faithful to his word, clement 
beyond example, liberal towards his servants, indefatigable in 
. his regal duties, anxious for the welfare of his subjects, and 
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however, could all tluat avail in shaping? las pubii<3 
conduct. He was obliged to obey the tendencies of the 
age and country in which he lived. , And what those 
tcndoncies were, appeared still more clearly after his 
death, ^vhen the throne of Spain was occupied upwarchs 
of forty years by a prince who inherited it in the prime 
of life, and whose reign is particularly interesting as a 
symptom and a consequence of the disposition of the 
people over whom he. ruled. 

Philip II., who succeeded Charles V. in l.'ido, was 
indeed eminently a creature of the time, and the able.st 
of his biographers aptly terms him the most perfect 
type of the national ciuiracter.^'** His favourite maxim, 
whicli forms the key to his policy, was, ‘''^'That it is 
better not to reign at all than to reign over heretics/’ 

Armed with supreme power, he bent all hi,s energies 
towards carrying this principle into effect. Directly 
that he heard that the Protestants were making 
converts in Spain, he strained evex*y nerve to stifle the 
hex-esy ; and so admirably ■was he seconded by the 
general temper of the people, that he was able wi’tliout ! / 

risk to suppress opinions which convulsed every other 
part of Europe. In Spain, the Reformation, after a 
short struggle, died completely a’way, and in about ten 
years the last vestige of it disappeared. Hie Dutch 
wished to adopt, and in many instances did adopt, the 
reformed doctrine ; thereupon Philip waged against 
them a cruel war, which lasted thirty years, and whicli 

f enerally blameless in private life, bis character -will not su-ffor 
y a comparison with that of any monarch of hia times.” 

JJunham's Ilistory of Spain, vol. v. p. 41. " Clemency ■was the 

basis of his character,” p. 30. 

•iu ■ > Tiie Spaniards, as he grow in years, beheld, with pride 
and satisfaction, in their future sovereign, the most perfect 
type of the national character.” Prescott’s Jlisicry of Pkili^ 

11. , vol. i. p. 39. So, too, in Motley’s Ilvtidi Republic, vol. i. 
p. 128, “he tv-us entirely a Spaniard,” 

442 “The contest with Protestantism in Spain, under such 
auspices, was short. It began in earnest and in blood about 
1559, and was suhstantially ended in 1570.” Ticknor's History 
of 8pa7iish Literature, vol. i. p. 425. 
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he continued till his deaths because he was resolved 
to extirpate the new creed He ordered that every 
heretic who refused to recant should be burned. If 
the lieretic did recant, some indul^'ence was granted ; 
but having once been tainted, he must die. Instead 
of being burned, he was therefore to be executed. Of 
the number of those who actually suffered in the Low 
Countries, we have no precise information ; but Alva 
triumphantly boasted that, in the five or six years of 
his administration, he had put to death in cold Wood 
more than eighteen thousand, besides a still greater 
number whom he had slain on the field of battle. 'J'his, 
even during his short tenure of power, would make 
about forty thousand victims ; an estimate probably not 
far from the truth, since we know from other sources, 
that in one year more than eight thousand were either 
executed or burned. Such measures were the result of 
instructions issued by Philip, and formed a necessary 
part of his general scheme. The desire paramount 
in his mind, and to which he sacrificed all other 
considerations, was to put down the new creed, and to 
reinstate the old one, I'o this, even his immense 
ambition and his inordinate love of power were 
subordinate. He aimed at the empire of Europe, 
because he longed to restore the authority of the 
church. All his policy, all his negotiations, all 

*13 Before the aiTival of Alva, “ Philip’s oommands to 
Margaret wore imperative, to use her utmost efforts to 
extirpate the heretics," Davies' History of Holland, vol. i. 

f . .'iiil : and in IfidS he wrote, “The example and calamities of 
'ranee prove how wholesome it is to punish heretics with 
rigour.” Hauvim^s Histm'y of the Sixteenth and Seventeenth 
Centuries, vol. i. p, 171. 

Mr Motley, under the year 1566, says, “The Prince of 
Orange estimated that up to this penod fifty thousand persons 
in the provinces had been put to death in obedience to the 
edicts. He was a moderate man, and accustomed to weigh his 
words.” Motley’s Dutch Rtj/mhlic, vol. i. pp. 424, 425. 

«a ‘t It tp restore the Catholic Church that ho dc-.sired to 
obtain the empire of Europe.” Davies' History of Holland, vol. 
ii. p. 329. 
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Ids wars, jtoiiitoti to tins one end. Soon after his 
Jiccessioii, he concliulefl an ignominious ti-eaty witli 
the Po|)e, that it might not he said that he boro arms 
against the head of the Christian world. And Ids last 
groat enterprise, iii some respects the most important 
of all, was to fit out, at an incredible cost, that himous 
Arin;ula witli which he hoped to humble Eiiglantl, and 
to nip the heresy of Europe in its bud, by depriving 
tlie Protest'uits of their principal support, and of the 
only asylum where they were .sure to find safe and 
honourable refuge. *^'' 

'iV'hile Philip, following the course of his prede- 
cessors, Tvas w'asting the l)lood and treasure of Spain 
in order to propagate religious opinions,’*" the people, 
instead of rebelling against so monstrous a system, 
acquiesced in it, and cordially sanctioned it. Indeed, 
they not oiilj'- sanctioned it, but they almost w'or- 
shipped the man by whom it was enforced. There , 
probably never lived a prince ivho, during so long a 
period, and amid so many vicissitudes of fortune, w^as 
adored by his subjects as Philip II. was. In evil report, 
and in good report, the Spaniards clung to him with 
unshaken loyalty. Their affection was not lessened, 
either by his reverses, or by his forbidding deportment, 
or by his cruelty, or by his grievous exactions. In 
spite of all, they loved him to the last. Such was his 
absurd arrogance, that he allowed none, not even the 
most powerful nobles, to address him, except on their 
knees, and, in return, he only spoke in half sentences, 
leaving them to guess the rest, and to fulfil his com- 
mands as best they might. And ready enough they 

Elizabeth, uniting tho three terrible qualities of heresy, 
power, and ability, was obnoxious to the Spaniards to an. 
almost incredible' degree, and there never was a more 
thoroughly national enterprise than tho fitting out of the 
Armada against her. 

One of the most eminent of living historians well says, 
“It wag Philip’s enthusisism to embody the wrath of Uod 
against heretics.” Motlei/s Dutch Republw, vol. ii. p. 155. 
“ Philip lived but to enforee what he chose to consider the will 
of God,” p. 285. 

II 2 A 
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were to objey bis slightest wishes. A contemponiry of 
i*hiiip^ struck by the universal homage which he 
received, says that the Spanish did “ not merely love, 
not merely reverence, but absolutely adore him, and 
deem his commands so sacred, that they could not be 
violated without offence to God,"^^® 

That a man like Philip II., who never possessed a 
friend, and whose usual demeanour was of the most 
repulsive kind, a harsh master, a brutal parent, a 
bloody and remorseless ruler — that he should he thus 
revei’enced by a nation among whom he lived, and 
who had their eyes constantly on his actions ; that 
this should have happened, is surely one of the most 
surprising, and, at first sight, one of the most 
inexplicable facts in modern history. Here we have 
a king who, though afflicted by every quality most 
calculated to excite terror and disgust, is loved far 
more than be is feared, and is the idol of a very 
great people during a very long reign. This is so 
remarkable as to deserve our serious attention ; aiid 
in order to clear up the difficulty, it will he necessary 
to inquire into the causes of that spirit of loyalty 
which, during several centuries, has distinguished the 
Spaniards above every other European people. 

One of the leading causes was undoubtedly the 
immense influence possessed by the clergy. For, the 
ma.xims inculcated by that powerful body have a 
natural tendency to make the people reverence their 
princes more than they would otherwise do. And 
that there is a real and practical connexion between 
loyalty and superstition, appears from the historical 

^■*8 Those are the words of Confcarini, as given in _ Ranges 
Ottmvoa, and Spanish Empires, London, 1843, p, 33. Siamondi, 
though unacquainted with this passage, observes in his Litera- 
twre of the Soitth of Europe, vol. ii. p. 273, London, 1846, that 
Philip, though “ little entitled to praise, has yet been alway.s 
regarded with enthusiasm by the Spaniards.” About half a 
century after his death, Sommerdyck visited Spain, and in hi.g 
curious account of that country he tells us that Philip was 
called “le Salomon de son sifecle.” Aarsens de Sommen-dych, 
Voyage d’Mspagne, Paris, 1665, 4to, pp. 63, 95. 
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fact that the two feelings have nearly always flourished 
together and decayed together. Indeed, this is what 
we should expect on mere speculative grounds, seeing 
that both feelings are the product of those habits of 
veneration wiiich make men submissive in their conduct 
and credulous in their belief. ‘‘''® Experience, therefore^ 
as well as reason, points to this as a genei-al law of the 
niinil, which, in its operation, may he occasionally dis-- 
fcurbed, but which holds good in a large majority of 
cases. Probably the only ifustauce in which the 
principle fails is, when a despotic government so 
rnfeunderstauds its own interests as to offend the 
clergy, and separate itself from them. AVhenever 
this is done, a struggle will arise between loyalty 
aiid superstition ; the first being upheld by the poli- 
tical classes, the other by the spiritual classes. Such 
a warfare was exhibited in Scotland ; but history does 
not afford many examples of it, and certainly it never 
took place in Spain, where, on the contrary, several 
circumstance.s occurred to cement the ujjion between 
the Crown and the Church, and to accustom the people 
to look up to both with almost equal reverence. 

By far the most impor tant of these circuinsfences was 
the great Arab invasion, which drove the Christians into 
a corner of Spain, and reduced them to .such extremities, 
that nothing but the strictest discipline and the most 
unhe.sitating obedience to their leaders, could have 
enabled them to make liead against their enemies. 
Loyalty to their princes became not merely exi)eclient, 
but neces.sary ; for if the Spaniards had been disunited, 
they would, in the face of the fearful odds against which 
they fought, have had no chance of preserving their 
national exi.stence. The long war which ensued, being 
both political and religious, caused an intimate alliance 
between the political and religious classes, since the 
kings and the clergy had an equal interest in driving 
the Mohammedans from Spain. During nearly eight 

•1^9 “ Habits of revorence, wbicb, if carriod into religion, 
cause superstition, and if carried into politics, cause despot- 
ism,” See above, page 138. 
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centuries^ this compact between Cinirdi and State iras 
a necessity forced upon the Spaniards by the peculi- 
arities of tlieir position ; and^ after the necessity hfuL 
subsided^ it naturally happened that the association of 
ideas survived the orif^inal danger, and that an impres- 
sion had been made upon the popular mind which it 
was hardly possible to efface. 

Evidence of this impression^ and of the unrivalled 
loyalty it produced, crowds upon us at every turn, in 
no other country, are the old ballads so numerous and 
so intimately connected with the national liistory. It 
has, however, been observed, that tbeir h?ading cbai’ac- 
tcristic is the zeal with wliicdi they inculcate obedience 
and devotion to princes, and that from this source, even 
more than from military achievements, they draw their 
most favourite examples of virtue. In literature the 
first great manifestation of the Spanish mind was the 
poem of The Ckl, written at the end of the twelfth 
century, in which we find fresh proof of that extra- 
ordinary loyalty which circumstances had forced upon 
the people. The ecclesiastical councils display a 
similar tendenej'- ; for, notwithstanding a few excep- 
tions, no other church lias been equally eager in up- 
holding the rights of kings. In civil legislation, we 
see the same principle at w'ork ; it being asserted, on 
high authority, that in no system of laws is loyalty 
carried to such extreme height as in the Spanish 
codes. Even their dramatic writers \vere urnvilh 

•ISO "More ballads are connected with Spanish history than 
•isn tb any other, and, in general, they are better. The most 
striking peculiarity of the whole mass is, perhaps, to bo found 
in the degree in which it expresses the national character. 
Loyalty is constantly prominent.. The T^ord of Bntragq sacri- 
dees his own life to save that of his sovoroign,” &c, Tichior's 
Hiitory of Spanish Literaiure, vol. i. p. 135. " In the implicit 
('Ledienco of the old Spanish knight, the order of tho king wa-s 
paramount to every consideration, even in the Cvuse of friend- 
ship and love. This code of obedience has pa.ssed into a 
proverb— "mas pesa el Bey que la sangre.’” Tord's Spahi, 
p. 183. 

"Loyalty to a superior is carried to a more atrocious 
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iiig to rejirosout an atit of rebellion on the stage., 
lest they should appear to countenance vvhat;, in 
the eyes nf every good Spaniard, was one of tlie 
most heinous of all offences.'*"^ HTiatover the king 
came in contact nuth, was in some degree liallowed by 
liis touch. No one might mount a l»>rse wiiich he had 
ridden ; no one might many a mi.stress whom he had 

length by tlio Spanish law than I have .seen it elsewhere,” . , , 
“The Parlkias (P. 2, T. 13, L. 1) speaks of an old law whereby 
any man wiio openly wislied to see the King dead, was cod’* 
deinned to death, and tho los.s of all that ho had. The utmost 
mercy to be shown him was to spare his life and pluck out his 
eyes, that he might never see with them what ho had desired. 
To defame the King is declared as great a crime as to kill him, 
and in like manner to be punished. The utmost niorcy that 
could be allowed was to cut out tho otfondor’s tongue, P. 2, 

T. 13, L. 4.” Southey’s Gkron'klcoJ the del, Y‘- 

■152 Thus, Montalvan, the eminent poot and. dramatist, who 
was born in 1602, “ avoided, wo are told, representing rebellion 
omthe stage, lest ha should seem to encourage it.” XichTior's 
History of Spanish Literature, vol. ii. p. 283. A similar spirit 
is exhibited in the i>lays of Calderon and of Lope do Vega. On 
the “ Castilian loyalty” evinced in one of Calderon’s comedies, 
see Mallam's Literature of Europe, 2d edit. London, 1843, vol. 
iii. p. 63 ; and as to Lope, see Lewes on the, Spanish Drama,) 

^ •i5;( Maje-sty’s horses could never bo used by any other 
person. One day,' while Philip IV, was going in procession to 
the church of Oim Lady of Atocha, tho liuke of Modiha-de-laa- 
TorrG.s offered to present him with a beautiful steed which 
belonged to him, and which was accounted tho finest in Madrid ; 
but tho King declined the gift, because he should regret to 
render so noble an animal ever after useless.” Dunlop’s 
Memoirs, vol. ii, p. 372. Madame d’Aulnoy, who travelled in 
Kpain in 1679, and who, from her positioUj had access to the best 
sources of information, w'aa told of this piece of etiquette. 
” L’on m'a dib quo lors quo le Eoy s’est servy d'un cheval, per- 
sonne par respect no Ic monte jamms.” D’Aulnoy, Relation 
du Voyaye. d'Espagne, Lyon, 1693, voL ii. p. 40. In the middle 
of the eighteenth century, I find another notice of this loyal 
custom, which, likely enough, is still a tradition in the Spanish, 
stables. ‘ ‘ If tho king had once honoured a Fad so much as to 
cross his back, it is never to he used again by anybody oLse.-” 
A Tour through Spain, Ig Tidal ap Rhys, 2d edit. London, 1760, 
p. 15. 
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deserted. Horse and mistress alike were sacred j and 
it would have been impious for any subject to meddle 
with what had been honoured by the Lord^s anointed. 
Nor were such rules confined to the prince actually 
reigning'. On the contrary;, they survived him. and. 
working with a sort of posthumous forcCj forbad any 
woman whom he had taken as a wife, to marry, even 
after he -ivas dead. She had been chosen by the king ; 
such choice had already raised lier above the rest of 
mortals ; and the least .she could do iva-s to retire to a 
convent, and spend her life mourning over her irrepar- 
able loss. These x’egulation,s were enforced by custom 
rather than by iaw.^““ They were uplield by the popular 
will, and were the re.sult of the excessive loyalty of the 
Spanish nation. Of that loyalty their writers often boa.st, 
and with good reason, since it ■vvas certiiinly matchless, 
and nothing seemed able to shake it. To bad kings and 
to good kings it equally applied. It was in full strength 
amid the glory of Spain in the sixteenth century ; it 
■was conspicuous when the nation was decaying in the 
seventeenth century ; and it survived the shock of civil 
wars early in the eighteenth. Indeed, the feeling had 
so worked itself into the traditions of the country, as 
to become not only a national passion, but almost an 
article of national faith. Clarendon, in bis History of 
that great English Rebellion, the like of which, as lie 
well knew, could never have h-appened in Spain, makes 
on this subject a just and pertinent remark. He say.s 
that a want of respect for kings is regarded by the 
S[»aniards as a ‘'monstrous crime”; “submissive 

So too Henry IV. of Castile, who came to the throne in 
the year 1454j made one of his mistresses “abbess of a convent 
in Toledo ” ; in this case to the general scandal, because, says 
Mr Prescott, he first expelled “her predecessor, a lady of 
noble rank and irreproachable character.” Frmot€ & FtrAimnd 
a/.d /.raWte, vol. i. p 68. 

There is, however, one very remarkable old law, in the 
form of a canon erected by the third Council of Saragossa, 
which orders that the royal widows “seront obligees a prendre 
I'habit de religieuses, et k s'enfermer dans un monasters pour 
le reste do lour vio.” Fleury, Uistmre Mdesiasiiqve, voi. ix. p, 104, 
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reverence to their princes being a vital part of their 
religion/-’ 

Tiicse^ therij -were the two great elements of whicli 
the Spanish character was compounded. Lovalty and 
superstition ; reverence for their kings and re\'ererice 
for their clergy were the lea<ling principles which in- 
fluenced the Spanish mindj and governed the march of 
Spanish history. The peculiar and unexampled cir- 
cumstances under which they arose, have been just 
indicated ; and having seen their origin, we will iiotv 
endeavour to trace tiieir consequences. Such an ex- 
amination of results will be the more important, not 
only because nowhere else in Europe have these feel- 
ings been so strong, so permanent, and so unmixed, 
but also because Spain, being seated at the further 
extremity of the Continent, from which it is cut off by 
the Pyrenees, has, from physical causes, as well as 
from moral ones, come little into contact with other 
nations. The course of affairs being, therefore, un- 
disturbed by foreign habits, it becomes easier to dis-. 
cover tlie pure and natural consequences of superstition 
and loyalty, two of the most powerful and disinterested 
feelings which have ever occupied the Innnan heart, 
and to whose united action we may clearly trace the 
leading events in the history of Spain. 

The results of this combination were, during a con- 
siderable period, aj)parently beneficial, and certainly 
magnificent. For, the church and the crown making 
common cause with each other, and being inspiifited by 
the cordial support of the people, threw their whole 
soul into their enterprises, and displayed an ardour 
which could hardly fail to insure success. Gradually 

^56 “And Olivarea had been heard to censure very severely 
the duke’s (Buckingham’s) familiarity and want of re.spocfc 
to-wards the prince, a crime monstrous to the Spaniard.” . . , 
“ Their submiss reverence to their princes being a vital part of 
their religion.” Clarendon’s Mialorijo/iha Rebellion, ed. Oxford, 
1843, p. 15. 

These impediments to intercourse were once deemed almost 
invincible. See MSmoires deRonUnay’Mareuil, in ColUciion des 
Metnoires par Fetiiot, vol. i. p. 169, 1® serie, Paris, 1826. 
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advancing from the north of Spain, the Christians, 
fighting their way inch by inch, pressed on till they 
reached the sonthern extremity, completely sulxiaeil 
the Mohammedans, and brought the whole country 
under one rule and one creed. This great result was 
achieved late in the fifteenth century, and it cast au 
extraordinary lustre on the Spanish name. Spain, 
long occupied by her own religions wars, had hitherto 
heeii little noticed by foreign powers, and had pos- 
sessed little leisure to notice them. Now, however, 
she formed a compact and undivided monarchy, and 
at once assumed an imijortant position in European 
ajfairs. During the next hundred years, her power 
advanced with a speed of which the world had seen 
no example since the days of the Roman Empire. 
So late as 1478 Spain was still hrokeii up into 
independent and often hostile states ; Granada was 
possessed by the Mohammedans ; the throne of 
Castile was occupied by one prince, the throne of 
Aragon by another. Before tlie year 1590, not 
only were* these fragments firmly consolidated into 
one kingdom, but acquisitions were made abroad 
so rapidly as to endanger the independence of 
Europe. The history of Spain, during this period, is 
the history of one long and uninterrupted success. 
Tliat country, recently torn by civil wars, and dis- 
tracted by hostile creeds, was able in throe generations 
to annex to her territorj’- the whole of Portugal, 
Navarre and Roussillon. By diplomacy, or by force 
of arms, she acquired Artois and Tranche Comte, and 
the Nethorlaiids ; also the Milanese, Naples, Sicily, 
Sardinia, the Balearic Islands, and the Canaries. One 
of her kings was emperor of Germany ; while his son 
influenced the councils of England, whose queen he 
married. The Turkish power, then one of the most 
formidable in the world, was broken and beaten hack 
oTi every side. The French monarchy w'as humbled. 
I’rench armies were constantly ^vorsted ; Pai'is was 
once in imminent jeopardy ; and a king of France, 
after being defeated on the field, was taken captive, 
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!iik 1 led prisoner to Madrid. Out of Europej the deeds 
of Spain were equally wonderful. In America, the 
Spaniards became possessed of teriitories which covered 
sixty deg-rees of latitude, and included both the tropics, 
besides Mexico, Central America, Venezuela, New 
Uraiuida, Peru and Chili, they conquered Cuba, Sail 
Jloniingo, Jamaica and other islands. In Africa, the 3 r 
obtained Ceuta, Mciilla, Oran, Bougiah and Tunis, 
and overawed the wdiole coast of Barbarj'. In Asia, 
they had settlements on each side of the Deccan ; they 
held part of Malacca ; and they established themselves 
in the Spice Islands. Finally, by the conquest of the 
noble archipelago of the Philippines, they connected 
their most distant ac(piisitions, and secured a com- 
munication between every part of that enormous empire 
which girdled the world/ 

In connexion with this, a great military spirit arose, 
such as no other modem nation has ever exhibited. 
All the intellect of the country which was not einjiloyed 
in the service of the church, was devoted to the pro- 
fession of arms. Indeed, the two pursuits were often 
united ; and it is .said that the custom of ecclesiastic.^ 
going to war, was practised in Spain long after it was 
abandoned in other parts of Europe.*®* At all events, 
the general tendency is obvious. A mere list of suc- 
cessful battles aud siege.s in the sixteenth and part of 
the fifteenth century, would prove the vast .superiority 
of the Spaniards, ill this respect, over their contem- 
poraries, and would show how much genius they had 
expended in maturing the arts of destruction. Another 
illustration, if another were required, might he drawn 
from the .singular fact that since the time of ancient 
Greece, no country has produced so many eminent 
literary men who were also soldiers. Calderon, 
Cervantes, and Lope de Vega risked their lives in 

m I'ho ])oly war with tho infidels ” (Mohammedans) ‘-per- 
petuatod tho unbecoming spectacle of militant eoelesiastics 
among the Spaniards, to a still later period, and long after it 
had disappeared from tho rest of civilized jSnrope." .Pre$cott’,i 
History of IPerdincaid and Isabella, vol. i. p. 162, 
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fighting for their country. Tlie military profession 
was also adopted by many other celebrated authors^ 
among whom may be mentioned^ Argote de Molina, 
Acufia^ BeriiJil l>iaz del Castillo^ Boscan, Carrillo, 
Cetina, Ercillaj Espinel, Francisco de Figueroa, 
Garcilasso de la Vega, Guillen de Castro, Hita, 
Hurtado de Mendoza, Marmoi Carvajai, Perez de 
Guzman, Pulgar, Rcboiledo, Roxas and Virues ; all 
of whom bore, in this manner, unconscious testi- 
mony to the spirit by which Spain was universally 
pervaded. 

Here, then, we have a combination which many 
readers will still consider with favour, and which, at 
the time it occurred, excited the admiration, albeit the 
terror, of Europe, We have a great people glowing 
with military, patriotic, and religious ardour, whose 
fiery zeal was heightened, rather than softened, by 
a respectful obedience to their clergy, and by a 
chivalrous devotion to their kings, llie energy of 
Spain, being thus both animated and controlled, 
became wary as well as eager ; and to this rare union 
of conflicting qualities we must ascribe the great deeds 
which have just been related. But the unsound part 
of a progress of this sort is, that it depends too much 
upon individuals, and therefore cannot be permanent. 
Such a movement can only last as long as it is headed 
by able men. When, however, competent leaders 
are succeeded by incompetent ones, the system imme- 
diately falls to the ground, simply because the people 
have been accustomed to supply to every undertaking 
the necessary zeal, but have not been accustomed to 
supply the skill by which the zeal is guided. A 
country in this state, if governed by hereditary princes, 
is sure to decay ; inasmuch as, in the ordinary course 
of affairs, incapable rulers mu.st sometimes arise. 
Directly this happens, the deterioration begins j for 
the people, habituated to indiscriminate loyalty, will 
follow wherever they are led, and will yield to foolish 
counsels the same obedience that they had before paid 
to wise ones. This leads us to perceive the essential 
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difference between tlie civilization of Spain and tbe 
civilization of England. ^Ye,- in Engiand^ are a 
critical;, dissatistied^ and captious people, constantly 
comjdaiiiing of our rulers, suspecting tlicir scheiines, 
discu.ssing llieir measures in a hostile spirit, allowing 
very little power either to the church or to the crowi^, 
managing our own affairs in our own way, and ready, 
on the slightest provocation, to renounce that conven- 
tional, lip-doep loyalty, whichj having never really 
touched onr hearts, is a habit lying on the surface, but 
not a passion rooted in the mind. The loyalty of 
Englishmen is not of that sort which would induce 
them to sacrifice their libeilies to please their prince, 
nor does it ever, for a moment, blind them to a keen 
sense of their own interests. The consequence is, 
that our progress is uninterrupted, whether our kings 
are good or whether they are bad. Under either con- 
dition, the great movement goes on. Onr sovereigns 
have had their full share of imbecility and of crime. 

Still, even men like Henry III. and Charles II. were 
unable to do us harm. In the same way, during the 
eighteenth and many years of the nineteenth century, 
when our improvement was very conspicuous, our 
rulers were very incompetent. Anne and the first two 
Georges were grossly ignorant ; they were wretchedly 
educated, and nature had made them at once weak 
and obstinate. Their united reigns lasted neai-ly sixty 
years ; and after they had passed away, we, for another 
l)eriod of sixty years, were governed by a prince who 
was long incapacitated by disease, hut of whom we 
must honestly say that, looking at his general policy, 
he was least mischievous when he was most incapable. 

Thi.s is not the place to expose the monstrous principles 
advocated by George III., and to which posterity will 
do that justice from which contemporary writers are 
apt to shrink ; hut it is certain that neither his con- 
tracted understanding, nor his despotic temper, nor | 

his miserable superstition, nor the incredible baseness , 

of that ignoble voluptuary who succeeded him on the I 

throne, could do aught to stop the march of English | 
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civilization, or to stem the tide of English prosperity. 
'^V'e went on onr way rejoicing, caring for none of tliese 
things. We ^vere not to be turiied aside troni our path 
by the folly of our rulers, because we know full well 
that we hold our own fate in our own liands, and that 
the English people possess within themselves those 
resources and that fertility of contrivance hy which 
alone men can be made great, and happy, and wise. 

In Spain, however, directly the government slack- 
ened its hold, the nation fell to pieces. During that 
prosperous cai*eer which has just been noticed, the 
Spanish throne was invariably filled by very able and 
intelligent princes. Ferdinand and Isabella, Charles V, 
and Philip II, , formed a line of sovereigns not to he 
matched in any other country for a period of equal 
length. By them, the great things were effected, and 
hy their care, Spain apparently flourished. But, w'hat 
followed when they were withdrawn from the scene, 
showed how artificial all this was, and how rotten, even 
to the core, is that system of government which must 
be fostered before it can thrive, and which, being based 
on the loyalty and reverence of the people, depends 
for success not on the ability of the nation, but on the 
skill of those to whom the interests of the nation are 
intrusted. 

Philip II. , the last of the great kings of Spain, died 
in 1598, and after his death the decline was por- 
tentously rapid.^*'*’ From 1598 to 1700, the throne 

458 « With Philip 11. end.s the greatne.ss of the kingdom 
which from that period declined with fearful rapidity.” 
Da,n?wm’s History of Spain, vol. v. p. 87. And Ortiz {Com- 
mndio, vol. vii., Prdlogo, p. 6) classes together ‘‘ la rnuerto do 
Felipe II. y principios de miestra deeadencia.” The same 
judicious historian, elsewhere observes (vol. vii. p. 211), that if 
Philip HI. had boon equal to his father, Spain would have con- 
tinued to flourish.' Several of the more reeejit Spanish writers, 
looking at thehea'vy expenses caused by the policy of Philip II., 
and. at the debts which he incurred, ha've supposed that tlie 
decline of the' country began in the latter years of his reign. 
But the truth is, that no great nation ever was, or ever will he, 
ruined by the prodigali^ of its government. Such extrava- 
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was occupied by Pliilip IILj Philip IV, , aud Clmrles 11. 
The contrast between them and their predecessors waa 
most striking. Philip HI. and Philip JV. were idle, 
ignorant, infirm of purpose, and passed their lives in 
the lowest and most sordid pleasures, (’harles II., the 
last of that Austrian dynasty which had formerly been 
so distinguished, possessed nearly every defect ’which 
can make a man ridiculous and contemptible. His 
mind and his person, were such as, in any nation less 
loyal than Spain, would have exposed him to universal 
derision. Although liis death took place while he was 
still in the prime of life, he looked like an old and 
worn-out debauchee. At the age of thirty-live, he was 
completely bald ; he had lost his eyebrows ; lie was 
paralyzed; he was epileptic; and he was notoriously 
impotent. His general appearance w'as absolutely 
revolting, aud was that of a drivelling idiot. To an 
enormous mouth, he added a nether jaw protruding so 
hideously that his teeth could never meet, and he was 
unable to masticate his food.^®” His ignorance would 
he incredible, if it were not substantiated by un- 
impeachable evidence. He did not know the names 
of the large towns, or even of the provinces, in bis 
dominions ; and during the war with France he was 
lieard to pity England for losing cities which in fact 
formed part* of liis own territory. i'’inally, he was 
immersed in the most grovelling superstition ; he 

ganco muses general discomfort, and therefore ought not to bo 
tolerated ; bni;, if this wore the place for so long an argument, I 
could easily show that its other and more permanent ineonveni- 
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believed himself to be constantly tempted by the devil ; 
he allowed himself to be exorcised as one possessed 
by evil spirits ; and he would not retire to restj except 
with his cojifessor and two friars^ who had to lie by his 
side during the night. 

Now it was that men might clearly see on how sandy 
a foundation the grandeur of Spain was built. "^Fheu 
there were able sovereigns, the country prospered ; 
when there were weak ones, it declined. Nearly every- 
thing that had been done by the great princes of tlie 
sixteenth century was undone by the little princes of 
the seventeenth. So rapid was the fall of Spain, that 
in only three reigns after the death of Philip IL, the 
most powerful monai*chy existing in the world was 
depressed to the lowest point of debasement, was 
insulted with impunity by foreign nations, was reduced 
more than once to bankruptcy, was stripped of her 
fairest possessions, was held up to public opprobrium, 
was made a theme on which schoolboys and moralists 
loved to declaim respecting the uncertainty of human 
affairs, and, at length, was exposed to the hitter 
humiliation of seeing her territories mapped out and 
divided by a treaty in which she took no share, hut the 
provisions of which she was unable to resent. Then, 
truly, did she drink to the dregs the cup of her own 
shame. Her glory had departed from her, she was 
smitten down and humbled. Well might a Spaniard of 
that time who compared the present with the past, 
mourn over his country, the chosen abode of chivalry 
and romance, of valour and of loyalty. The mistress 
of the world, the queen of the ocean, the terror of 
nations, was gone ; her power was gone, no more to 

“Fancying everything that is said or done to bo a 
temptation of the devil, and never thinking himself safe hoi. 
with his confessor, and two friars by his sido, whom ho makes 
He in his chamber every night." Mahon’s S^hi under 
Charles II.., p, 102. On account, no doubt, of this affection 
for monks, he is declared by a Spanish historian to have 
Ijossessfid a “ooraaon pio y religiose.’’ Batallar, Cvmentai'ios 
de la Guen'a dt vol. i. p. 20. 
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. return. To lier might be applied that bitter lamcnta- 
tioHj whichj on a much slighter occasion, the greatest 
of the sons of men has put into the mouth of a dying 
statesman. Good reason, indeed, had the sorrowing 
patriot to weep, as one who refused to be comforted, 
for the fate of his earth, his realm, his land of dear 
souls, his dear, dear land, long dear for her reputation, 
tlirougli the w'orld, hut now leased out like to a 
tenement or pelting farm.^®^ 

It would be a weary and unpvofitJihle task to relate 
the losses and disasters of Spain during the seven- 
teentli century. The immediate cause of them was 
undoubtedly bad government and unskilful rulers ; 
hut the I'eal and overi’idiug cause, which deter- 
mined the whole march and tone of affairs, was the 
existence of that loyal and reverential spirit which 
made the people submit to what any other country 
would have spurned, and, by accustoming tlierii to 
place extreme confidence in individual men, reduced 
the nation to that precarious position in which a 
succession of incompetent princes was sure to ovei>- 

462 “ This royal throne of kings, this acepter’d islo, 

This earth of majesty, this scat of Mars, 

This other Eden, demi-paradise ; 

This fortress, built by nature for herself 
Agiiinst infection and the hand of war ; 

This happy breed of men, this little world, 

This procioiis stone sot in the silver sea, 

Which serves it in the office of a wall, 

Or as a moat dofanaive to a bousej 
Against the envy of less happier lands; 

This blessed plot, this earth, this realm, this England, 
This a\irse, this teeming womb of royal kings, 

Fear’d by their breed, and famous by their birth, 
Renowned for their deeds as far fi’om horoa. 

For Christian service and true chivalry, 

As is the sepulchre in stubborn J ewry 
Of the world’s ransom, blessed Mary's son ; 

This land of such dear souls, this dear, d'^ar land. 

Dear for her reputation through the world. 

Is now leas’d out, I die pronouncing it, 

Like to a tenement or pelting farm.” 
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tlirow the edifice which competent ones had built 
np. 

The increasing influence of the Spanish Clmrcii was 
the first and most conspicuous consequence of tlio 
declining energy . of the Spanish government F(ir., 
loyalty and superstition ]>eing the main ingredients of 
the national charaeter, and both of them being the 
result of habits of reverence^ it was to be expceied 
tliat^ unless the reverence could be weakoncdj wduit 
was taken from one ingredient would be given to the 
other. As^ therefm*e, the Spanish government^ during 
the seventeenth century^ did, owing to its extreme, 
imbecility, und<.>ubtedly lose some part of the hold it 
possessed" over the alFeetions of the people, it naturally 
happened that the church stepped in, and, occupying 
the vacant place, received what the crown had for- 
feited- Besides this, the weakness of the executive 
government encouraged the pretensions of the priest- 
hood, and emboldened the clergy to acts of usurpation, 
which the Spanish sovereigns of the sixteenth century, 
superstitious though they were, would not have allow'ed 
for a single moment. Hence the very striking fact, 
that, w'hue in every other great country, Scotland alone 
excepted, the pow'cr of the church diminished during 
the seventeenth century, it, in Spain, actually in- 
creased. Tlie results of this are -iveH worth the 
attention, not only of philosophic students of history, 
but also of everyone who cares for tlie welfare of his 
own country, or feels an interest in the practical 
management of public afiaii.'s. 

For twenty-three years after the death of Philip II., 
the throne w'as occupied by Philip IIL, a prince as 
distinguished by his weakness as his predecessors had 

^03 TSvea Philip II. always retained a certain ascendency over 
the eoolosiastical hierarchy, though ho was completely sub- 
jugated by ecclesiastical prejudices. ‘'While Philip was thus 
willing to exalt the religious order, already far too powerful, 
he was careful that it should never gain such a height as would 
enable it to overtop the royal authority.” Prescott' & Mislorv of 
FMlvp IL, vol. iii. p, 236. 
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been by tbeir ability. During- more than a century^ 
the Spaniards had been aceustomed to be entirely 
ruled by their kings, who, with indefatigable industry, 
personally superintended the most imporUuifc trans- 
actions, and in other matters exercised the strictest 
supervision over their ministers. But Philip III., 
whose listlcssness almost amounted to fatuity, was 
unequal to such labour, and delegated the powers of 
government to Lerina, who wielded supreme authority 
for tsventy years. Among a people so loyal as the 
.Spaniards, this unu.sual proceeding could not fail to 
weaken the executive ; since, in their eyes, the imme- 
diate and irresistible interference of the sovereign was 
essential to the management of alFairs, and to the 
well-being of the nation. Lerma, well aware of this 
feeling, and conscious that his own position was very 
precarious, naturally desired to strengthen himself by 
additional support, so that he might not entirely depend 
on the favour of the king. He therefore formed a strict 
alliance with the clergy, and from the beginning to the 
end of his long , administration, did everything in his 

{ lower to increase their authority. Thus the influence 
ost by the crown was gained by the' church, to whose 
advice a deference was paid even- greater than had been 
accorded by the superstitious princes of the sixteenth 
century. In this arrangement, the interests of the 
people were of course unheeded. Their welfare formed 
no part of the general scheme. On the contrary, the 
clergy, grateful to a government so sensible of their 
meri'fcs, and so religiously disposed, used all their influ- 
ence in its favour ; and the yoke of a double despotism 
was rivetted more firmly than ever upon the neck of 
that miserable nation, which was now about to reap the 
bitter fruit of a long and ignominious submission. 

"An absoluteness in power over king- and kingdom." 
Letter from Sir Charles Cornwallis to the Lords of tlio Council 
in England, dated Valladolid, Hot 31, 1605, in M^inwoocl’s 
Memorials, vol. ii, p, 73. London, 1725, folio. His power lasted 
from 1598 to 161S. Oriis, C'ompmiiio, vol, vi, pp. 290, 325. 

•‘fis Tho only energy Philip III, ever displayed, was in 
II 2 b 
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The increasing power of the Spanish Church during 
the seventeenth century may be proved by nearly every 
description of evidence. 'I'he convents and churches 
multiplied with such alarming speedy and their wealth 
became so prodigious, that even the Cortes, broken and 
humbled though they were, ventured on a ]>ublic re- 
monstrance. In 1626, only five years after the death of 
Philip Hi., they requested that some means might be 
taken to prevent what they described as a constant in- 
vasion on the part of the church. In this remarkable 
document, the Cortes, assembled at Madrid, declared 
that never a day passed in which laymen were not de- 
prived of their property to enrich ecclesiastics ; and the 
evil, they said, had grown to such a height, that there 
were then in Spain upwards of nine thousand monasteries, 
hesi<les nunneries. This extraordinary statement has, I 
believe, never been contradicted, and its probability is 
enhanced by several other circumstances. Davila, who 
iii'ed in the reign of Philip 111., affirms that in 1623, 
the two orders of Dominicans and Franciscans alone 
amounted to thirty-two thousand. 'I'he other clergy 
increased in proportion. Before the death of Philip 
HI., the number of ministers performing in the 
Cathedral of Seville had swelled to one hundred ; 
and in the diocese of Seville, there were fourteen thou- 
sand chaplains ; in the diocese of Calahorra, eighteen 
thousand.'*'^® Nor did there seem any prospect of 

seconding the efforts of his minister to extend the influence 
of the church, 

400 ‘I The reign of Philip HI., surnamed from his piety the 
(lood, -was the golden age of ohurehmon. Though religious 
loundations were alreaciy too numerou.s, great additions wore 
made to them ; and in those which already existed, new' altars 
nr chancels were erected. Thus, the duke of Leriiin founded 
i-even monasteries and two collegiate churches ; thus, also, 
the dioce^e of Calaliorra numbered 18,000 chaplains, Seville 
14,000. How n.seleasly the ministers of religion wore multi- 
pliod, wi.l appear still more clearly from the fact that tJie 
cathedra! of Seville alone had a hundred, when half-a-dozou 
would as.suredly have been sufficient for the pul»!io ofllces of 
devotion.” Dunham's Mistou'l/ of apain, vol. v. p. 274. 
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remedying tliis friglitfuJ condition. The richer the 
church became^ the greater was the inducement 
for laymen to enter it; so that there appeared to 
he no limit to the extent to which the sacrifice of 
tem})oral interests might he carried. Indeed, the 
movement, notwithstanding its suddenness, was per- 
fectly regular, and was facilitated by a long train of 
preceding circumstances. . Since the fifth century, the 
course of events, as we have already seen, invariably 
tended in this direction, and insured to the clergy a 
dominion which no other nation would have tolerated. 
'Hie minds of the people being thus prepared, the 
people themselves looked on in silence at what it would 
have been impious to oppose ; for, as a Spanish historian 
observes, every proposition was deemed heretical which 
tended to lessen the amount, or even to check the 
growth of that enormous wealth which was now pos- 
sessed by the Spanish Church. 

How natural all this was, appears also from another 
fact of considerable interest. In Europe generally, the 
seventeenth century was distinguished by the rise of a 
secular literature in which ecclesiastical theories were 
disregarded ; the most influential writers, such as Bacon 
and Descartes, being laymen, rather hostile to the 
church than friendly to it, and composing their works 
with views purely temporal. But in Spain, no change 
of this sort occurred. In that country, the church 
retained her hold over the highest as well as over the 
lowest intellects. Such was the pressure of public 
opinion, that authors of every grade were proud to 
count themselves members of the ecclesiastical pro- 
fession, the interests of which they advocated' with a 
zeal worthy of the Dark Ages. Cervantes, three years 
before his death, became a Franciscan monk.'*®’' Lope 
de Vega was a priest; he was an officer of the 
Inquisition ; and in 1623 he assi.sted at an auto da fe, 
in which, amid an immense concourse of people, a 

The final profession wb.s not made till 1816 ; bat ho began 
to wear the clothes in 181S. 
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heretic was burned outside the gate of Alcala at 
Madrid. Moreto, one of the three greatest dramatists 
Spain has produced, assumed the monastic habit during 
the last twelve years of his life. Montalvan, whose 
plays are still remembered, was a priest, and held ofllce 
in the Inquisition. Tarrega, Mira de Mescua and 
Tirso de Molina, were all successful writers for the 
stage, and were all clergymen. Solis, the celebrated 
historian of Mexico, was also a clergyman. Sandoi'al, 
whom Philip 111 . appointed historiographer, and who 
is the principal authority for the reign of Charles 
V., w'as at first a Benedictine monk, afterwards be- 
came bishop of Tuy, and later still, was raised to 
the see of Painpeluna. Davila, the biographer of 
Philip III., was a priest. Mariana was a Jesuit; 
and Minana, who continued his History, was 
superior of a convent in Valencia. Martin Carrillo 
was a jurisconsult as well as an historian but, 
not satisfied with his double employment, he too 
entered the church, and became canon of Saragossa. 
Antonio, the most learned bibliographer Spain ever 
possessed, was a canon of Seville. Gracian, whose 
prose works have been much read, and who was 
formerly deemed a great writer, was a Jesuit. 
Among the poets, the same tendency was exhibited. 
Paravicino was for sixteen years a popular preacher at 
the courts of Philip III. and Philip IV. Zamora was 
a monk. Ai’gonsola was a canon of Saragossa. 
Gongora was a priest ; and Rioja received a high 
post in the Inquisition.'*®® Calderon was chaplain to 
Philip IV. ; and so fanatical are the sentiments which 
tarnish his brilliant genius, that he has been termed 
the poet of the Inquisition.*'® His love for the church 
^68 'pliis was tlie younger Argensola. 

“ Occupied a high place in the Inquisition." Ticknor, 
vol. ii. p, 507. 

“Calderon is, in fact, the true poet ol the Inquisition. 
Animated by a religious feeling, which is too vi.sible in all his 
pioce.?, he inspires me only with horror for the faith which he 
profes,s 0 s.” SisttmidHi LUerature of the South of Europe, vol. ii. 
p. 370. 
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was a passion, and he scrupled at nothing which could 
ad\'ance its interests. In Spain, such feelings 'ivere 
natural ; though to other nations they seem so strangt*, 
that an eminent critic has declared that it is hardly 
possible to road his works without iu<Iignati<ni. If 
this ho so, the indignation should he extended to 
nearly all his contemporary coantryfiien, great^ or 
small. There was hardly a Spaniard of titat period, 
who did not entertain similar sentiments,. Even 
Vilhuu'ciosa, author of one of the very best mock- 
heroic poems Spain has produced, was not only an 
officer in the Inquisition, but, in bi-s last will, be 
strongly urged upon his family and all his descend- 
ants, that they too should, if possible, enter the 
service of that noble institution, taking _ whatever 
place in it they could obtain, since all its <jfFices 
were, he said, worthy of veneration. In such a state 
of society, anything approaching to a secular or 
scientific spirit, was, of course, impossible. Every 
one believed ; no one inquired. Among the better 
classes, all were engaged in war or theology, and most 
were occupied with both. Those who made literature 
a profession, ministered, as professional men too often 
do, to the prevailing prejudice. Whatever concornetl 
the church was treated not only with respect, hut with 
timid veneration. Skill and industry worthy of a far 
better cause, were expended in eulogizing every folly 
which superstition had invented. Tlie more cruel and 
preposterous a custom was, the greater the number of 
persons who wrote in its favour, albeit no one had 
ventured to assail it. The quantity of Spaiiish . works 
to prove the necessity of religious persecution is in-' 
calculable ; and this took place in a country where not 
one man in a thou.sand doubted the propriety of burn- 
ing lieretics. As to miracles, which form the other 
capital resource of theologians, they, in the seven- 
teenth century, were constantly hapyiening, and as 
constantly being recorded. All literary men were 
anxious to say something on that important subject. 
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Saints toO; being in great repute^, tbeir biograpbics 
were written in profusion, and with an iiuliderence to 
truth which usually characterizes that species of com- 
position. IFith these and kindred topics, the mind of 
Spain was chiefly busied. Monasteries, nunneries, 
religious orders, and cathedrals received equal atlcu- 
tion, and huge books were widtten about them, in 
order that every particular might be preserved. Indeed, 
it often happened that a single convent, or a single 
cathedral, would have more than one historian ; each 
seeking to distance his immediate competitor, and all 
striving which could do most to honour the church 
and to uphold the interests of which the church was 
the guardian. 

Such was the preponderance of the ecclesiastical 
profession, and such was the homage paid to 
ecclesiastical interests by the Spaniards during the 
seventeenth century. ^"2 They did everything to 
strengthen the church in that very age when other 
nations first set themselves in earnest to weaken it. 
This unhappy peculiarity was undoubtedly tlie effect 
of preceding events ; but it was the immetliate cause 
of the decline of Spain, since, whatever may have 
been the case in former periods, it is certain that, in 
modern times, the prosperity of nations depends on 

471 f* Hardly a convent or a saint of any note in Spain, 
during tlio sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, failed of 
especial commemoration ; and each of the religious orders and 
great cathedrals had at least one historian, and most of them 
several. The number of books on Spanish ecclesiastical history 
is, therefore, one that may well be called enormous.” Tic^nor’s 
Ilistorv of Spanish Literature^ vol. iii- p. 132. 

4W In 1628, Howell writes from Madrid: “Such is the 
reverence they bear to the chvirch here, arid so holy a conceit 
they have of all ecclesiastics, that the greatest Don in Spain 
will tremble to offer the meanest of them any outrage or 
affront.” Howell's Letters, edit, London, 1754, p. 138. “The 
reverence they show to the holy function of the church is 
;i?onderful ; Princes and Queens will not disdain to kiss a 
Qapuchin’s sleeve, or the surplice of a prie.st.'’ . . . “There 
are no such sceptics and oavulerB there, as in other places,” 
p. 490. 
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principles to wliich tlie clergy, as a body, are invariably 
opposed. Under Philip III, they gained an immen.se 
accession of streng'tli ; and in tliat very rei^ni they 
.sijrnalizod this new epoch of their power, by ohtaininjET, 
with circumstances of horrible barbarity, the expulsion 
of the wliole Moo?*i.sh nation. 'Phis ivas an act so 
atrocious in itself, and so terrible in its consequences, 
that some writers have ascribed to it alone, the sul)- 
sequent ruin of Spain ; forgetting' that other causes, 
far more {)otent, were also at work, and that this 
stupendou.s crime could never have been perpetrated, 
except in a country which, being long accustomed to 
reg'ard heresy as the most heinous of all offence.s, was 
ready, at any cost, to purge the land and to free itself 
from men whoso mere presence was regarded as an 
insult to the Chri-stian faith. 

..After the reduction, late in the fifteenth century, 
of the last Woiiammedau kingdom in Spain, the great 
object of the .Spaniards became to convert those whom 
they had conquered. They believed that the future 
w'clfkre of a wdiole people was at stake ; and finding 
that the exhorhitions of thmr clergy had no effect, 
they ha<l recourse to other means, and persecuted the 
men they were unable to persuade. By torturing some, 
by burning otlier.s, and by threatening all, they at 
brnffth succeeded ; and we are assured ■that, after the 
year ■152(5, there was no Mohamniedan in Spain, who 
ii.'id not been converted to Christianity. Immense 
mimbers of them were baptized by force j but being 
bajjtized, it was held that they belonged to the 
church, and were amenable to her discipline. That 
rli.scipHne w.as administered by the Iinjuisition, %vhich, 
during the rest of the sixteenth century, subjected 
these new Christian.s, or Moriscoes, as they were mm 
called,'*"^ to the most barbarous trefitment. The 
geiiuiueiiess of their forced conversion was doubted ; 

That was tboir general name ; but, in Aragon, they ■were 
tenned “ ‘ tornadiMs,’ en lenguago insultante.’^ Janer, Con~ 
dicimi de los Muriscos de Espafia, Madrid, 1S57, p. 20. 
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it therefore became the business of the church to 
inquire into their sincerity. The civil government 
lent its aid ; and among other enactments^ an edict 
was issued by Philip 11. in 1566, ordering the Moris- 
coes to abandon everything which by the slightest 
possibility could remind them of their former religion. 
They were commanded, under severe penalties, to learn 
Spanish, and to give up all their Arabic boohs. I'hey 
were forbidden to read their native language, or to 
write it, or even to speak it in their own houses. 
Their ceremonies and their very games were strictly 
prohibited. They were to indulge in no amusements 
which had been practised by their fathers ; neither 
were they to wear such clothes as they had been 
accustomed to. Their women were to go unveiled ; 
and as bathing was a heathenish custom, all public 
baths were to be destroyed, and even all baths in 
private houses. 

By these and similar measures/*’''* these unhappy 
people were at length goaded into rebellion ; and in 
1568 they took the desperate step of measuring their 
force against that of the whole Spanish monarchy. 
The result could hardly be doubted ; but the Moris- 
coes, maddened by their sufferings, and fighting for 
their all, protracted the contest till 1571, when the 
insurrection was finally put down.'*"® By this unsuc- 
cessful effort, they were greatly reduced in numbers 
and in strength ; and, during the remaining twenty- 

^'<4 Some of the other steps which wore taken, before 1566, 
to affront the Moriscoes are enumerated in Prescott’s llistorij 
of Philip II., vol. iii. p- 10, and elsewhere. In the reign of 
Charles V., there were many acts of local tyranny which 
escape the general historian. 

Its concluding scene, in March 1571, is skilfully dojjicted 
in Prescott’s History of Philip III., vol. iii. pp, 148-151. The 
splendid courage of the Moriscoes is attested by Mendoza in 
his contemporary history of the war ; but, in narrating the 
horrible outrages which they undoubtedly committed, he 
makes no allowance for the long-continued and insufferable 
provocations which they had received from the Spanish 
Christians. 
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; seven years of the reig-n of Philip 11. we hear 
comparatively little of them. Notwithstanding an 
'I occasional outbreak^ the old animosities ivere subsid- 

ij ingj, and in the course of time would probably have 

{ disappeared. At ail eventS;, there was no pretence 

j; for violence on the part of the Spaniards, since it was 

i| absurd to suppose that the Moriscoes, weakened in 

,! every way, humbled, broken, and scattered through 

,1 the kingdom, could, even if they desired it, effect 

anything against the resources of the executive 
t' government. 

But, after the death of Philip II., that movement 
began which I have just described, and which, contrary 
to the course of affairs in other nations, secured to the 
Spanish clergy in the seventeenth century, more power 
than they had possessed in the sixteenth. The conse- 
quences of this were immediately apparent. The 
j clergy did not think that the steps taken by Philip II. 

J against the Moriscoes were sufficiently decisive ; and 

j even during his lifetime they looked forward to a new 

reign, in which these Christians of doubtful sincerity 
should be either destroyed or driven from Spain, 
While he was on the throne, the prudence of the 
government restrained in some degree the eagerness of 
, the church ; and the king, following the advice of his 
ablest ministers, refused to adopt the measures to 
which he ivas urged, and to which his own di.sposjtioa 
prompted him.'^'^^ But, imder his successor, tbe clergy, 
as we have already seeu, gained fresh strength, and 
they soon felt themselves sufficiently powerful to begin 

Mr Prescott, in his Mistcry of Philip II., vol. iii, p. 139, 
quotes a_MS. letter from Don John of Austria to Philip IL, 
Witten in 1570, and stating that the Spanish monks were 
openly preaching against the leniency with which the king 
treated the Moriscoes, 

This important passage is decisive as to the real feelings 
of Philip, unless we assume that Rihera has stated a deiiborato 
; falsehood. But, strange to say, even the book in which so 

; remarkable a passage is contained, appesurs to be unknown 

either to M. Janer or to M. Lafticnte. 
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anotlier and final crusade against the miserable remains 
of the Moorish nation. 

The Archbishop of Valencia was the first to take the 
field. In ](>02, this eminent prelate presenied a 
memorial to Philip HI, against the Moriscoes ; and 
finding tliat his views were cordially supported by the 
clergy, and not discouraged by the crown, he followed 
up the blow by another memorial having the same 
object.^'® 'J'he Archbishop, who spoke as one having 
authority, and who from his rank and position was a 
natural representative of the Sjtaiiish Church, as.sured 
the king that all the disasters which had befallen 
the monarchy, had been caused by the presence of 
these unbelievers, whom it was now necessary to 
.root out, even as David had done to the Philistines, 
and Saul to the Amalekites. He declared that the 
Armada, which Philip 11. sent against England in 
15B8, had been destroyed, because Goil would not 
allow eveu that pious enterprise to succeed, while 
those who undertook it, left heretics undisturbed at 
home. For the same reason the late e.xpeditiou to 
Algiers bad failed ; it being evidently the will, of 
heaven that notliing should prosper while Spain was 

47S These memorials are printed in the Appendix to hi.s Life 
by Ximenoz. See the vory curious book, entitled Vida y 
Virtttdes dd VeiienMe Siereo de Dius D, Juan dt, iiiliHm, yor el 
A', /^ AV. Jmm Xhneniez, Roma, 173 1, 4to, pjj, 3t!7-S74, 
37u-‘)93. Tliis work is, I believe, extremelj' rare ; at all events, 

1 (.nileavoai'od, in vain, to obtain a copy from Spain or Italy, 
.and. after some years’ uusuceessful searcli, I mot with the one 
1 now luive, on a London f'Ook-stalL M. do Cireourt, in bis 
k'o.rned lljstory of the Spanish Arabs, does not ap)>eiU' to hayo 
b*'o:i aware of its existence, and he complains tliat he could not 
jwoc’.ire the work- of Ribera, whase Memorials ho conHeijucntiy 
nnotes second-hand, Circourt, Histoire da Aruhes d' K.yi(i;/ne, 
I'.ii-’.-, vol, iii, pp. 1(58, 351. Nor does Wateon scent to 
hiv., known it; though both he and M. de Circourt refer to 
Escriva’s Life of RjViera. Watwn’s Phil ip III., London, 1339, 
pi>. ■c;l4-2‘21. An abstract of these Memorials i.s given Ijy 
(/e-ides, who, though a learned and accurate writer, hud tlio 
misciiievous habit of not indicating the sources of his informa- 
tion. Gedda' Tracts^ London, 1780, vol. L pp, 60-7]. 
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iiiliabitiited by apoistates. He, therefore, exhorted 
t]ie king to exile ali the Moriscoes, except some 
whom lie mi^ht condemn to work in tlje galleys, and 
others vvlio could become slaves, and labour in the 
mines of America. This, he added, would make the 
reii^n of Philip ji^lorious to ail posterity, and would 
raise Ins ftime far above that of his predecessors, 
wlio in this matter had negiected their obvious duty, 

Tliese remonstrances, besides being in accordance 
wdth the known views of the Spanish Church, were 
W'annly supjjorted by the personal intlueiice of the 
Archhishop of Toledo, the primate of Spain. In only 
one respect did ho liiffer from the views advocated 
by the Archbishop of Valencia, d’lie Arelibishop of 
Valencia thought that children under seven years of 
age need not share in the general banishment, but 
might, without danger to the faith, he sejiarated from 
their parents, and ke{>t in Spain. To this the Arch- 
bishop of Toledo strongly objected. He W'as unwilling, 
he said, to run the risk of pure Christian blood lieing 
polluted by infidels ; and be declared that sooner than 
leave one of these unbelievers to corrupt the land, 
he w'ould have the whole of them, men, women, and 
children, at once put to the sword, 

That they should all be slain, instead of being 
banished, was the desire of a powerful party in the 
church, who tliought that such signal punishment 
would work good by striking terror into the heretics 

47a “The mo.st powerful promoter of their expulsion was Don 
Bernai’clo de itoias y .Sandoval, Cardinal Archbishop of 'I'oledo, 
and Impusitordloneral and Chancellor of Sjiain.. Tlii-s groat 
prolate, who was brother to the Duka of Larnia, by whom the 
xing for some years before, and for some years after the exjml- 
.sion was aksoiuteh' governed, was so zealous to have the w iiole 
race of the .Moidscoes extinguished, that ho oppoaetl the detain- 
ing of their children who were under seven years of age : athrin- 
ing that of the two he judged it more':advisable to cut the 
throats of all the Moriscoes, men, women, and children, than to 
have any of their children left in Spain, to defile the true Spanish 
blood with a mixture of the Moorish. ” (reeifiieit' Sn-aciii, voL i,. 
pp, 85, 86. 
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of every nation. Bleda, the celebrated Dominican, 
one of the most influential men of his time, wished 
this to be done, and to be done thoroughly. He 
.said, that, for the sake of example, every Morisco in 
Spain should have his throat cut, because it was im- 
possible to tell which of them were Chri.stian.s at heart, 
and it was enough to leave the matter to God, who 
knew his own, and who would reward in the next 
world those who were really Catholics. 

ft was evident that the fate of the wretched remnant 
of a once .splendid nation was now sealed. The religious 
scruples of Philip III. forbad him to struggle with the 
church ; and his minister Lerma would not risk his own 
authority by even the show of opposition. In 1609, 
he announced to the king, that the expulsion of the 
Moriscoes had become necessary. ‘^‘‘The resolution," 
replied Philip, is a great one ; let it be executed." 
Aird executed it was, with unflinching barbarity. 
About one million of the most industrious inhabitants 
of Spain were hunted out like wild beasts, becau.se 
the sincerity of their religious opinions was doubtful.*®^ 
Many were slain as they approached the coast ; others 
were beaten and plundered ; and the majority, in 

“ISO “Ho did assure all the old Christian laity, that whenever 
tho king should give the word, they might, without any scruple 
of oonsoience, cut the throats of all tho Mori.sco03, and not spare 
any of them upon their professing themselves Christiana ; but to 
follow the holy and laudable example of tho Oroisado that was 
raised against the Albigenses, who, upon having made them- 
selves masters of the city of Bezeir, wherein were two hundred 
thousand Catholics and hcreticks, did ask Father Arnold, a 
Cistercian monk, who was their chief preacher, ‘ Whether they 
should put any to the sword that pretended to be Catholics ’ ; 
and were answered by the holy Abbot, ‘ That they should kill 
all without distinction, and leave it to God, who knew Ills own, 
to reward them for being true Catholics in the next world ’ ; 
which was accordingly executed." Qeddes, vol, i, p. 84. 

This is the average estimate. Soma authors make it 
leas, and some more ; while one writer says, “ The numbers 
expelled have been estimated at four hundred thousand 
families, or two millions of souls.” Clarke’s Intermal State of 
Spain, London, 1818, n, S3, But this i,s incredible. 
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the most wretched plight, sailed for Africa. During 
the passage, the crew, in many of the ships, rose 
upon them, butcliered the men, ravished the women, 
and tlirow the children into the sea. 'I’hose who escaped 
this fate, landed on the coast of Barbary, whei’e they 
were attacked b}' the Bedouins, and many of them 
put to the sword. Others made their way into the 
desert, and perished from famine. Of tlie number oi 
lives actually sacidficed, we have no authentic account ; 
but it is said, on very good authority, that in one 
expedition, in which 3 - 10,000 were carried to Africa, 
upwards of 100,000 suffered death in its most frightful 
forms within a few months after their expulsion from 
Spain. 

Now, for the first time, the church was really trium- 
phant. For the first time, there was not a heretic to 
be seen between the Pyrenees and the Sti’aits of Gib- 
raltar. All were orthodox, and ail were loyal. Every 
inhabitant of that great country obeyed the church 
and feared the king. And from this happy combina- 
tion, it was believed that the prosperity and grandeur 
of Spain were sure to follow. The name of Philip III. 
was to he immoi*tal, and posterity would never weary 
of admiring that heroic act by which the last remains 
of an infidel race were cast out from the land. 'Those 
who had even remotely participated in the glorious 
consummation, w^ere to he rewarded by the choicest 
blessings. Themselves, and their families, were under 
the immediate protection of heaven, nie earth should 
hear more fruit, and the trees, should clap their hands.' 
instead of the thorn, should come up the fir tree, and 
instead of the brier, the myrtle. A new era was now- 
inaugurated, in which Spain, purged of her heresy, was 
to be at ease, and men, living in safety, were to sleep 
under the shade of their own vineyards, sow their 
gardens in peace, and eat of the fruit of the trees they , 
iiad planted. 

These wei*e the promises held out by the church, and 
believed by the people. It is our business to inquire 
how fiir the expectations were fulfilled, and what the 
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consequences were of an act which was instigated by 
the clergy, welcomed by the nation, and eagerly ap- 
plaude<i by some of the greatest men of genius Spain | 
has profluced.'^*^ _ _ ; 

'Die effects upon the material prosperity of Spain 
may be slated in a few words. From nearly every part ‘ 
of the country, large bodies of industrious agriculturists 
and expert artificers were suddenly withdrawn. Tim 

'iS'“ “ Amidst the devout exultation of the whole kingdom — 
C/’ervaiites, Lope de Vfga, and others of the principal men of i 
genius then alive, joining in the general jubilee.'’ Ticknor’s 
IhxiM'u of Spaniih LUeraiure, voL i. pp. 428, 429. Porrefio i 

says tint t it may be placed among the seven wonders of the i 

worl.l." Vafiez, Memoriae, p. 297 ; and Davila ( Vida dt Ftlipt | 

Tercero, lib. ii. c.ap. 41, p. 139) pronounces it to be the most | 

f lorioua achievement which had been seen since the days of 
'eiayo. AH this is natural enough ; but w-hat is really curious , 

L, to trace the m. dern remains of this feeling. Campomanos i 

{Apendice d la Educaciun Popular, vol. iv. p. 130, Madrid, 1777), ! 

a very able man, and far more liberal than most of his country- • 

men, is not ashamed to speak of “ la justa expulsion de los | 

mori^co^ desde 1610 A 1613.” Ortiz, in 1801, expresses himself i 

with more hesitation, but is evidently in favour of a messure | 

which liberate.l Spain from “la perniciosa semilla de Mahoma ' 

.que restaba en ella.” Compendio de la Historia de Eipafia, vol. 
vi. 1 p. 3U4, 305. Nay, even in 1856, the great modern historian 
of Spain, while admitting the serious material injury which this 
hm-nble crime inflicted on the country, assures us that it had 
the “immense advantage ” of producing religious unity ; unable 
to perceive that the very unity of which he boasts, generates I 
an acquiescence and stagnation of mind fatal to all real improve- 
ment, bec£iu.>ie it prevents that play and collision of opinions by j 
which the wits of men are sharpened and made ready for use. 

And, the year after this sagacious sentiment had been given to 
the world, another eminent Spaniard, in a work crowned by tlio 
Eoyal Academy of History, went still further, and declared, 
that not only did the expulsion of the Moriscoes cau.se great 
benefit by securing unity of creed, but that such unity was 
“necessary on Spanish soil.” What are we to think of a 
country in which those opinions are expressed, not by some 
obsctu’e fanatic, from the platform or the pulpit, but by able 
and leamed men, who promulgate them with all the authority 
of their position, being themselves deemed, if anything, rather 
too bold and too liberal for the people to whom they address 
their works ? | 
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best systems of husbandry then known, %vere practised 
by the Moriscoes, who tilled and irrigated with inde- 
fatigable la hour, llte cultivation of rice, cotton and 
sugar, ami the manufacture of silk and paper, were 
almost conJiued to them. By their expulsion, all this 
u'.'is destroyed at a blow, and most of it was destroyed 
for ever. For, the Spanish Christians considered such 
pursuits beneath their dignity. In their judgment, 
war and religion ivere the only txvo avocations worthy 
of beiiig followed. 'I'o fight for the king, or to enter 
tlie church, w£is honourable ; but everything else was 
mean and sordid. When, therefore, the Woriscocs 
w-ere thrust out of Spain, there w'a.s no one to till their 
place ; arts and manufactures either degenerated, or 
were entirely lost, and immense regions of arable land 
were left uncultivated. Some of the richest parts of 
Valencia and Granada were so neglected, that means 
were wanting to feed even the scanty population which 
remained there. Whole districts wei’e suddenly 
deserted, and down to the present day have never been 
repeojded. These solitudes gave refuge to smugglers 
and brigands, who succeeded the industrious inliabi- 
tatits formerly occupying them ; and it is said, that 
from the expulsion of the Moriscoes is to be dated the 
existence of those organized bands of robbers, wliieb, 
after this period, became the scourge of Spain, and 
which no subsequent government has been able entirely ‘ 
to extirpate. 

To these disastrous consequences, others were added, 
of a different, and, if possible, of a still more serious 
kind. The victory gained by the church increased 
both her power and her reputatifm. During the rest 
of the seventeenth century, not only were the interests 

« “The Moors were the most intelligent agriculturists Spam 
ever had.” Luhorde's Spain, vol. ii. p. 216. Kven Jovellauos 
admits that ” except in the parts occupied by the Moors, the 
Sjjaniarda were ahno.st tutaiiy un.acquainted with the art of 
irrigation.” Vlarkds Internal ^ate of Spain., p. 116. 

'I'ho more .‘-ensibje among the Spaniards notice, with regret, 
iJiis national contempt for eveiy form of useful industry. 
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of tlie clergy deemed superior to the interests of lay- 
men^ but the interests of laymen were scarcely thought 
of. The greatest men, with hardly an exception, 
became ecclesiastics, and all temporal considerations, 
all views of earthly policy, were despised and set at 
naught. No one inquired ; no one doubted ; no one 
j)resumed to ask if all this was right. The minds of 
men succumbed and were prostrate. While ever}' 
other country was advancing, Spain alone was reced- 
ing. Every other country was making some addition 
to knowledge, ei'eating some art, or exilarging some 
science. Spain, numbed into a death-like torpor, 
spell-bound and entranced by the accursed superstition 
which preyed on her strength, presented to Europe a 
solitary instance of constant decay. For her, no hope 
remained ; and, before the close of the seventeenth 
century, the only question was, by whose hands the 
blow should be struck, which would dismember that 
once mighty empire, whose shadow had covered the 
world, and whose vast remains were imposing even in 
their ruin. 

To indicate the different steps which mark the 
decline of Spain would be hardly possible, since even 
the Spaniards, who, when it was too late, were stung 
with shame, have abstained from writing what would 
only be the history of their own humiliation ; so that 
there is no detailed account of the wretched reigns of 
Philip IV. and Charles II., which together comprise a 
period of nearly eighty years. Some facts, however. 

No attempt was made to supply the defleienoy complained 
of by Ortiz, until 1856, when M. Lafuento published, in Maclritl, 
the sixteenth and seventeenth volumes of his History of Spain, 
which contain the reigms of Philip IV. and Charles II. Of tliis 
work, I have no desire to speak disrespectfully ; on the con- 
trary, it is impossible to read it without interest, on account of 
the admirable clearness with which the different topics fire 
arranged, and also on account of its beautiful style, which 
reminds us of the best days of Castilian prose. But I feel con- 
strained to say, that, as a history, and especially as a history 
which undertakes to investigate the causes of the decline of 
Spain, it is a complete failure. In the first place, M. Lafuente 
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I have ])een able to collect, and they are very si^iuficant. 
At the beginning of the seventeenth century, the 
population of Madrid was estimated to be 400,000 ; at 
the beginning of the eighteenth century, less than 
200,000,'^®® Seville, one of the richest cities in Spain, 
possessed in the sixteenth century upwards of sixteen 
thousand looms, which gave employment to a hundred 
and thirty thousand persons.®®'' Bythe reign of Philip Y. , 
these sixteen thousand looms had dwindled away to 
less than three hundred ; and, in a report which the 
Cortes made to Philip IV., in 1662, it is stated that the 
city contained only a (piarter of its former number 
of inhabitants, and that even the vines and olives 

biU3 not emancipated himself from those very prejudices to 
which the decline of his country is owing. And, in the second, 
place, he has, particularly in the reigns of Philip IV. and 
Charles II,, not used sufficient diligence in searching for 
materials for studying the economical changes through which 
Spain has passed. Looking too intently at the surface, he ' 
mistakes symptoms for causes ; so that the real history of the : 
Spanish people everywhere escapes 'his grasp. As the object to 
which my studies are directed compels me to contemplate 
affairs from a larger and more general point of view than bo 
has done, it naturally happens that the conclusions at which 
we arrive are veiy different ; but I wish to bear my testiihonys : 
whatever it may be worth, to the great merit of his book as a 
work of art, though, as a work of science, it appears to me thaf 
he has effected nothing, and has thrown no new light oAthe 
real history of that unfortunate, albeit once splendid, nation; 
of which his eloquence, his learning, and his taste, make him 
one of the chiefest ornaments. 

^8® Owing to the ignorance which formerly prevailed respeet- 
ing statistics, such estimates ai’o necessarily imperfect ; but, 

(j after the desolation of Spain in the seventeenth century, an 

I extraordinary diminution in the population of the capital was 

I inevifable. i'ndccd, a contemporary of Charles II. states that 

I . in 1699, Madrid had only 150,000 inhabitants. MSmoires de 

I Loimlle, Paris, ISIS, vol. i. p. 72. 

I *'8'? Capmany [QUestiotiea Criticas, p. 30), who seems to have 

written his able, but not very accurate, work for the express 
purpose of concealing the decline of his country, has given 
those figures erroneously. My information is derived from 
ail oflicial report made in 1701, by the trade corporations 
(“ gremios”) of Seville. 

11 2 c 
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cultivated in its neiglibourhood^ and which comprised 
a considerable part of its wealth, were almost entirely 
neglected. Toledo, in the middle of the sixteenth 
century, had upwards of fifty woollen inauufiictories ; 
in 166f), it had only thirteen, almost the whole of the 
trade having been carried away by the Moriscoes, and 
established at Tunis.**® Owing to tlie same cause, the. 
art of manufacturing silk, for which Toledo was cele- 
brated, was entirely lost, and nearly forty thousand 
persons, who depended on it, were deprived of their 
means of support. Other branches of industry shared 
the same fate. In the sixteenth century, and early in 
the seventeenth, Spain enjoyed great repute for the 
manufacture of gloves, which were made in enormous 
quantities, and shipped to many parts, being particu- 
larly valued in England and France, and being also, 
exported to the Indies. But Martinez de Mata, who 
wrote in the year 1655, assures us that at that time 
this source of wealth had disappeared ; the manufacture 
of gloves having quite ceased, though formerly, he says, 
it had existed in every city in Spain, in the once 
flourishing province of Castile, everything was going 
to ruin. Even Segovia lost its manufactures, and 
I’etained nothing but the memory of its former wealth.*®* 
The decay of Burgos was equally rapid } the trade of 
that famous city perished ; and the deserted streets 
and empty houses formed such a picture of desolation, 
that a contemporary, struck by the havoc, emphati- 
cally declared that Burgos liad lost everything 
except its name.*** In other districts, the results 

^88 Ldbardt^s Spain, vol, iv. p. 338, wkere it is also snid, that 
Tunis hccame, in consequence of the expulsion of the Moriscooa, 
famous for the manufactui-e of caps, which “were subsecpuintljr 
imitated at Orleans.” Compare, on the cap manufaetorios of 
Tunis, a note in Oatnpoma.nes, Apmdice & la Edmocion Fonular, 
vol. iv. p. 249. 

‘ . ■JSS Segovia used to be famous for the beautiful colour of its 
cloth, _ the dye of which was taken from a shell-fish found in 
the West Indies, and is supposed to be the same a- the pui'imva 
of the ancients. 

To me, it certainly appears that facts of thi.s sort have 
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" T-vere equally fatal. The beautiful provinces of the 
■soutlq richly endowed by nature, had formerly been 
so wealthy, that their contributions alone sufficed, in 
time of need, to replenish the imperial treasury ; but 
they now deteriorated with such rapidity, that, by the 
}’'ear 1040, it was found hardly possible to impose a tax 
on them which would be productive.'***^ During the 
latter half of the seventeenth century, matter.? became 
still worse, and the poverty and wretchedness of the 
people surpass all description. In tlie villages near 
Madrid, the inhabitants were literally famishing ; and 
those fanners who had a stock of food refused to sell 
it, because, much as they needed money, they were 
apprehensive of seeing their families periish around 
them. The consequence was, that the capital was in 
danger of being starved ; and ordinary threats produc- 
ing no effect, it was found necessary, in 10(.U, that 
the President of Castile, with an armed force, and 
accompanied by the public executioner, should visit 
the adjacent villages, and compel the inhabitants to 
bring their supplies to the markets of Madrid. All 
over Spain, the same destitution prevailed. That once 
rich and prosperous country was covered with a rabble 
of monks and clergy, whose insatiate rapacity absorbed 
the little vi’ealtb yet to be found. Hence it happened 
that the government, though almost penniless, could 

moro to do with tho real history of Spain than the details of 
kings, and treaties, and battles, which the Spanish historians 
Tove to accumulate. 

“ Could contribute little to the exigencies of the state.” 
Dunlop's Memoirs, vol. i. p. 285. The government first became 
alive to all this when it found that no moro money could bo 
wrung from the people. 

In 1664, Sir Richard Panshawe writes from Madrid to 
Secretary Beimet, “Since my last to you, of yesterday, tho 
Resident of Castile, having, by the king’s special and angry 
command, gone forth to the neighbouring village.s, attended 
with the hangm.an, and whatsoever else of terror incident to his 

S ' ICQ and derogatory to his person, the markets in this town 
gin to be furnishod again plentifully enough. ” Memoirs of 
Fansham, written herself edit. London, 1830, p. 291, 
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obtain no supplies. The tax-gatherers^ urged to make 
up the deficiency, adopted the most desperates ex- 
pedients. They not only seized the beds and all the 
furniture, but they unroofed the houses, and sold the 
materials of the roof, for whatever they would fetch. 
The inhabitants were forced to fly ; the fields were left 
uncultivated ; vast multitudes died from want and 
exposure ; entire villages were deserted ; and in many of 
the towns, upwards of two-thirds of the houses were, by 
the end of the seventeenth century, utterly destroyed. 

In the midst of these calamities, the spirit and energy 
of Spain were extinguished. In every department, ail 
power and life disappeared. The Spanish troops ivere 
defeated at Rocroy in 1643 ; and several writers ascribe 
to that battle the destruction of the military reputa- 
tion of Spain. This, however, was only one of many 
symptoms. In 1656, it was proposed to fit out a 

^93 Nothing but the precise and uncontradicted evidence of 
a contemporary witness, could make such things credible. In 
1686, Alvarez Osorio y Redin wrote bis Discursos. They were 
published in 1687 and 1688 ; they were reprinted at Madrid in 
1775. 

In the Clarevdoii State Papers, vol. i. p. 275, Oxford, 1767, 
folio, I find a letter written by Hopton to Secretary Windebank, 
dated Madrid, 31st May 1635. The author of this ofiicial com- 
munication gives an account of the Spanish troops just raised, 
and says, “ I have observed these levies, and I find the horses 
are so weak as the most of them will never be able to go to the 
rendezvous, and those very hardly gotten, the infantry so 
unwilling to serve, as they are earriod, like galley slaves, in 
chains, which serves not the turn, and so far short of the 
number that was proposed, as they come not to one of throe.” 
This was eight years before the battle of Rooroy ; after it, 
matters became rapidly worse. A letter from Sir Rdward 
Hyde to Secretary Nicholas, dated Madrid, 18th March 
1649-50, states, that Spanish “affaira are reaUy in huge 
disorder, and capable of being rendered almost desperate ; ” 
and another letter, on 14th April 1650, “if some miraolo do 
not preserve them, this crown must bo speedily destroyed. ” 
Clarendon State Papers, vol. iii. pp. 13. 17, Oxford, 1786. An 
official Report on the Netherlands, presented to Louis XIV. in 

■ 1655, declares that the' Dutch considered Spain so weakened, 
-as to be out of condition to renew the war within the next one 

■ hundred years." JRxmmsds Bistory of the Sixteenth and Seven- 
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small fleet ; liut the fisheries o» the coast had so 
declined;, that it was found impossible to procure 
sailors enough to man even the few ships which v/ere 
required,'^® The charts which had been made, were 
either lost or neglected ; and the ignorance of the 
Spanish pilots became so notorious, that no one was 
willing to trust them.^°° As to the military service, it 

icentk Ceulv.ries, illustrated iy Orlnhuil Documents, London. ISo.^, 
vol. i. p. 237, 

493 '< A. century ago, Spain had been as supreme at sea as on 
land ; her ordinary naval force was 140 gallies, which were the 
tei|TOr both of the Mediterranean and Atlantic. But now ” 
(IdoG), “in consequence of the decline of commerce and 
tlsheriea on the coast, instead of the numerous squadrons of 
the Dorias and Meudozas, which were wont to attend the 
movements of the first great John of Austria and the Emperor 
Charles, the present High-Admiral of Spain, and favourite son 
of its monarch, put to sea with three wretched gallies, which, 
with diificnlty, escaped from some Algerine corsairs, and wore 
afterwards nearly shipwrecked on the coast of Africa. ” Dunlop's 
Memoirs, vol. i, p, 549. Even in 1648, Spain had “ become so 
feeble in point of naval affairs as to be obliged to hire Dutch 
vessels for carrying on her American commerce,” Moocphersoid s 
Annals of Commerce, vol. ii. p. 435, London, 1805, 4to, And, 
to complete the chain of evidence, thei-e is a letter in the 
Clarendon State Papers, vol, ii. p. 86, Oxford, 1773, folio, 
written from Madrid in June 1640, stating that, “For ships 
ihay have few, mariners fewer, landmen not so many as they 
need, and by all signs, money not at all that can bo spared." 
The history of Spain during this iieriod never having been 
written, I am compelled, in my own justification, to give tiaese 
and similar passages with a fullness which I fear wiE weary 
"some readers. ' 

And when they did, it was to their own cost, as Stanhope 
fouml, at the beginning of his career as British minister to the 
court of Madrid, in 1690. See his letter to Lord Shrewsbury, 
in Mahon's Spain under Charles II., London, 1840, p. 3. “ 4Ve 
were forced into a small port, called Ferrol, three leagues short 
of the Groyne, and, by the ignorance of a Spanish pilot, our 
ships fell foul one with another, and the admiral’s .ship was on 
ground for .some hours, but got off clear without any damage. ” 
Indeod, the .Sinmish .seamen, once the boldest and most skilful 
navigators in the world, so degenerated, that, early in the 
eighteenth century, we find it stated as a matter of course, 
tliat “to form the Sfianiardto marine, affairs, is transporting 
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is stated, in an account of Spain, late in the seven- 
teenth century, that most of the troops had deserted 
their colours, and that the few who were faithful were 
clothed in rag's, received no pay, and were dying of 
hunger. Another account describes this once mighty 
kingdom as utterly unprotected ; the frontier towns 
ungarrisoned ; the fortifications dilapidated and crumb- 
ling away ; the magazines without aniniunition ; the 
arsenals empty ; the workshops unemployed ; and even 
the art of building ships entirely lost. 

Wiule the country at large was thus languishing, as 
if it had been stricken by some mortal distemper, the 
most horrible scenes were occurring in the capital, 
under the eyes of the sovereign. The inhabitants of 
^Madrid were starving; and the arbitrary measures 
which had been adopted to supply them with food, 
could only produce temporary relief. Many persons 
fell down in the streets exhausted, and died where 
they fell ; others were seen in the public highway 
evidently dying, but no one had wherewithal to feed 
them. At length the people became desperate, and 
threw off all control. In 1680, not only the work- 
men of Madrid, but large numbers of tlie tradesmen, 
organized themselves into bands, broke open private 
houses, and robbed and murdered the inhabitants in 
the face of day.^®’’ During the remaining twenty years 
of the seventeenth century, the capital was in a state, 
not of insurrection, but of anarchy. Society was 
loosened, and seemed to be resolving itself into its 

them into unknown covintries,'* 27tc Misiory of Cardinal 
Alhermiiy London, 1719, p. 267. 

Dunlop's Memoirs, vol. ii. pp. 224, 225. In 1680, Madamo 
do Villars, the wife of the French ambassador, writes from 
Madrid, that such was the state of affairs there, that her h\is- 
hand thought it advisable that she shouW return home. 
Lettres de Madame de Villars, Amsterdam, 1759, p. 169. A 
latter written by the Danish ambassador in 1677, describes 
every house in Madrid as regularly armed from top to bottom ; 
“ de haut en has,” Mignet, JVegoeiatiom relatives d la Succes- 
smtj vol. iv. p. 638, Paris, 1842, 4to. The deaths from starva- 
tion are said to have been particularly numerous in Andalusia. 
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oleinents. To use tlie emphatic language of a contcm- 
porary, liberty aud restraint were equally unknown. 
The ordinary functions of the executive governrneut 
were suspended. The police of Madrid, unable to 
obtain the arrears of their pay, disbanded, and gave 
themselves up to rapine. Nor did there seem any 
means of remedying these evils. The excliequer was 
empty, and it was impossible to replenish it. Such 
was the poverty of the court, that money was wanting 
to pay the wages of the kiiig^s private servants, and to 
meet the daily expenses of his household. Kjpg, 
payment was suspended of every life pension ; and all 
officers and ministers of the crown were mulcted of 
one-third of their salaries,^®® Nothing however, could 
arrest the misschief. Famine and poverty continued to 

Among otbei* reckless expedients, the currency was so de- 

E iated, that, in a letter from Martin to Dr Fraser, dated 
rid, March fJth, 1680, we hear of '' the fall of money toi 
one-fourth part of its former value.” Miscellany qf the iSpald- 
C'/«A, vol. V, p. 187, Aberdeen, 4to, 1852. 
a90 “The king has taken away, by a late decree, a third part 
of all wages and fialaries of all oflicers and ministers without 
exception, and suspended for the ensuing year, 1694, all pen- 
sions for life granted either by himself or his' father,” Letter 
from the English ambassador, dated Madrid, November 18th, 
1693, in Mahon's Spain under Charles II, , London, 1840, p. 40. 
This is also stated in Millot) M&moires de Noailles, vol. i. p. 
359, Paris, 18‘28 ; “retranebant le tiers des depenses de sa 
maison, et des appointemens de ses oiBciers tant militaires que 
civils.” In the preceding reign, the pensions had been stopped, 
at all events for a time. In 1650, Sir Edward iJydo writes 
from Madrid, “there is a universal stop of all pensions which 
have been granted fomerly.” Clarendon State Supers, vo’. ii. 
p. 538, Oxford, 1773. The next step which was taken was a 
proposal, in 1667, to tax the salaries of the members of tho 
Councils of Castile, Aragon, &o. ; but this idea was abandoned, 
until at length, they, like all other public servants, came under 
tho comprehensive edict of 1693. See the letter from the 
French ambassador to Louis XIV., dated Madrid, June 2d, 
1667, in Mignei, Nigocialwns, vol ii. p. 128, Paris, 1835, 4 to. 
The only chance of recovering the history of Spain in the 
seventeenth century, is by collating these and similar docu- 
ments with the meagre notices to be found in Spanish writers. 


408 SPANISH INTflELLECT FROM THE 


increase ; and, in 1099, Stanhope, the British minister 
then, residing in Madrid, writes, that never a day 
passed in which people were not killed in the streets 
scuffling for bread ; that his own secretary had 
seen five women stifled to death by the crowd 
before a bakehouse ; and that to swell the catalogue 
of misery, upwards of twenty thousand additional 
beggars from the country had recently flocked into 
the capital. 

If this state of things had continued for another 
generation, the wildest anarchy must have ensued, and 
the whole frame of society been broken up. The only 
chance of saving Spain from a relapse into barbarism, 
was that it should faU, and fail quickly, under foreign 
dominion. Such a change was indispensable ; and 
there was reason to fear, that it might come in a foim 
which would have been inexpressibly odious to the 
nation. For, late in the seventeenth century, Ceuta 
was besieged by the Mohammedans ; and as the 
Spanish government had neither troops nor ships, 
the greatest apprehensions were entertained respecting 
the fate of this important fortress ; there being little 
doubt, that if it fell, Spain would be again overrun by 

*0® See the letters in Mahon's Sjjain under Charles II., pp. 
138-140. On the 21s fc of May, “We have an addition of above 
20,000 beggars, flocked from tbe country round, to share in 
that little, here is, who were starving at homo, and look like 
ghosts. ” On the 27th of May, “ The scarcity of bread is growing 
on apace towards a famine, which increases, by vast multitudes 
of poor that swarm in uj)on us from the countries round about. 
I shifted the best I could till this day, but the difiiculty of 
getting any without authority, has made me recur to the 
Corregidor, as mo.st of the foreign Ministei’s had done before ; 
he, very courteously, after inquiring what my family was, gave 
me an urder for twenty loaves every day ; but I must send two 
leagues, to Vallejas, to fetch it, as I have clone this night, and 
. my servants with long guns to secure it when they have it, 
otherwise it would be taken from them, for several people are 
killed every day in the streets in scuffles for bread, all being 
lawful prize that anybody can catch." . . . “My secretary, 

_ Don Fi'ancisco, saw yesterday five poor women stitied to death 
by tbe crowd before a bakehouse." 
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the iiififieisj wLoj this time^ at least, would have found 
little difliculty in dealing witli a people weakened ' by- 
suffering, half famished, and almost worn out. 

Fortunately, in the year 1700, when, affairs were £it 
tlieir worst, 'Charles II., the idiot king, died ; and 
iHpain fell into the hands of .Philip Vh, the grandson of 
Louis XIV. This change from the Austrian dynasty 
to the Bourbon, brought with it many other changes. 
Philip, who reigned from 1700 to 1746,®'*^ was a Frencli- 
man, not only by birth and education, but also in 
teeJiugs and habits. Just before he entered Spain, 
Louis charged him never to forgot that he was a 
native of France, the throne of which he might some 
day ascend. After he became king, he neglected the 
Spaniards, despised their advice, and threw all the 
power he could command into the hands of his own 
countrymen. The affairs of Spain were now adminis- 
tered by subjects of Louis XiV., 'U'^hose ambassador at 
Madrid* frequently performed the functions of prime 
minister. vVhat had once been the most powerful 
monarchy in the world, became little else than a , 
province of France ; all important matters being 
<lecided in Paris, from whence Philip himself receiveel 
his instructions.®®^ 

The truth is, that Spain, broken and prostrate, was 
xmable to supply ability of any kind ; and if the 
government of the country was to be carried on, it 
was absolutely necessary that foreigners should be 

Except during the short interregnum of Louis, in 1724. 
which only lasted a few months, and during -which, the boy, 
though called king, exercised no real po-wer, and Philip re- 
mained the actual ruler. 

602 ‘ i 'phe King of France had al-ways certain persons at Madrid, 
which compo.s'd a Council, of which that of Versailles was the 
soul; and whoso members ware all creatures of the French 
Court, and sent to Madrid from time to time to direot all 
fiffairs there, according to the views of the Most Christian 
King, and to give him an account of everything that pass’d in 
tho Councils of the Eseurial. Alberoni got to be initialed in 
the mysteries of this cabal.” History of Cardvnxil Alberoni^ 
.London, 171S1, p. 70. 
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ciilled in,503 Even in 1682, tliat is, eighteen years 
before the accession of Philip V., there -vvas not to he 
found a single native well acquainted with the art of 
war; so that Charles II. was obliged to intrust tlie 
militai-y defence of the Spanish Netherlands to De 
Grana, the Austrian ambassador at hladrid.''^’’^ When, 
therefore, the War of the Succession broke out, in 
1702, even the Spaniards tliemselves desired tliat their 
troops should be commanded by a foreigner. In 1704, 
the extraordinary spectacle was exhibited of the Duke 
of Berwick, an Englishman, leading Spanish soldiers 
against the enemy, and being in fact generalissimo 
of the Spanish array. The King of Spain, dissatisfied 
with his proceedings, determined to remove him ; but 
instead of filling his place Tvith a native, he applied to 
Louis XJV. for another general ; and this important 
post was confided to Marshal Tesse', a Frenchman. A 
little later, Berwick was again summoned to Madrid, 
and ordered to put himself at the head of the Spanish 
troops, and defend Estremadura and Castile. This, he 
effected with complete success ; and in the battle of 
Aimansa, which he fought in 1707, he overthrew the 

M3 Even the veteran diplomatist, Toroy, was so struck by tbs 
escape of Spain from complete ruin, that he ascribes its change 
of masters to the direct interference of the Deity. "The 
Spanish people received him with unhesitating obedience to 
the deceased king’s will, and rejoiced at the prospect of a rule 
that would at least have the merit of being dilferont from 
that under which they bad so long withered," Memoirs of 
Ptterborough, honAon^ 1853, vol. i. p. 102. 

He ’’ committed the military defence of these provinces 
to the Marejuis of Grana, the Austrian ambassador at Madrid, 
from the want of any Spanish commander whose courage or 
military endowments qualified him to repel such an enemy as 
the King of France.” Zfutdop’s Memoirs, vol, ii. p. 2-32. 
Compare, on the want of Spanish generals, Memoires du 
Mark/ial de Oramonl, vol. ii. p. 82, edit. Paris, 1827. The 
opinion which Grana himself formed of the Spanish govern- 
ment, may be learned from a conversation which he held at 
Madrid, in 1680, with the French ambassadress, and which is 

S eserved in her corre^ondence. Lettres de Madame la 
arquise de VillarSf Amsterdam, 1759, pp. 118, 119, 


FIFTH TO THE NINETEENTH CENTUKT 411 


invaders, rained the party of the pretender Charles, 
and secnred the seat of Philip on the throne.®®® As the 

war, however, still continued, Philip, in 1710, wrote to 
I’aris for another general, and requested tliat the 
.Duke de Veuddme might be sent to him.*’®’' This able 
commander, on his arrival, infused new vigour into the 
Spanish counsels, and utterly defeated the allies ; so 
that the war by which the independence of Spain was 
established, owed its success to the ability of foreigners, 
and to tlio fact that the campaig-ns were planned and 
conducted, not by natives, but by French and English 
generals. 

In the same way, the finances were, by the end of 
the seventeenth century, in such deplorable confusion., 
that Poi’tocarrero, who at the accession of Philip V. 
was the nominal minister of Spain, expressed a desire 
that they should be administered hy some one sent 
from Paris, who could restore them. He felt that no 

S'*® In a rocsntly published work (Memoirs of Peterbcrrmfh, 
London, 1853, voL i. pp. 148, 166, 161, 206, 210, vol. ii. pp. 34, 
63), Charles is not only called King of Spain, which he never 

was, 08 Spain always refused to accept him, but, in the teeth of 
all history, be is actually termed Charles III.; while Philip V. 
is merely “Philip of Anjou.” If this were allowed, the con- 
sequence would be, that the king whom the Spaniards now call 
Charles III,, would have to change his appellation, and become 
Charles IV.; and Charles IV. would be changed into Chari esV. 
It is really too much when mere biographers obtrude, in this 
way, their own little propos.sessions into the vast field of history, 
and seek to efface its established nomenclature, because they 
are enamoured of the hero whose life they write, 

5 oe “ This victory established the throne of Philip." DunKojoCs 
History of Spain, vol. v, p- 136. “ A victory which may bo 
justly said to have saved Spain." Coxe's Btmrhon Kings of 
Sp<im, vol, i. p, 408. Even Ortia allows that if Berwick had 
failed, Philip would have been ruined. 

According to Berwick the offer was first made to Jiimself- 
3fSmoires de Berwick, vol. ii. pp. 106, 109. 

“ Vendftne arrived at this moment to call into action the 
spirit of the monarch and the zeal of his subjects." Coxe's 
Bourbon Kings of Spain, vol, ii. p, 41. “The arrival of the 
Duke de Venadme again changed the fate of Spain." Memoirs 
of Peterborough, vol, ii. p, 130. 
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■one in Spain was equal to the task^ and be was by no 
means singular in this • opinion. In 1701 Louville 
wrote to Torcy^ that if a financier did not soon arrive 
from France, there would shortly be no finances to 
administer. The choice fell upon Orry, who reached 
Madrid in the summer of 1701. He found 
in the most miserable condition ; and the incompetence 
of the Spaniards was so obvious, that he was soon 
forced to undertake the management, not only of the 
finances, but also of tlie war department. To save 
appearances, Canalez became the ostensible minister 
of war ; but he, being completely ignorant of afiairs, 
merely performed tiie drudgery of that office, the real 
luties of which were fulfilled by Orry himself. 

I'his dominion of the French continued, without 
interruption, until the second marriage of Philip V., 
in 1714, and the death of Louis XI V,, in 1715, both 
of which events weakened their influence, and for a 
time almost destroyed it. The authority, however, 
which they lost, was transferred, not to Spaniards, 
but to other foreigners. Between 1714 and 172b*, the 
two most powerful and conspicuous men in Spain 
were Alberoni, an Italian, and Ripperda, a Dutchman, 
llipperda v/as dismissed in 1726 ; and after his fall, 
the affairs of Spain were controlled by Konigseg, w'ho 
was a German, and who, indeed, was the Austrian 
ambassador residing at Madrid. Even Grimaldo, 
who held office before and after the di.smissal of 
Ripperda, was a disciple of the French school, and 

Ripperda’ s Memoirs, London, 1740, aeeond edition, pp. 
117, 118. Saint Simon {Mt)noires, voi. xxxvi, p. 246} say.s, 
tliat Ripperda was “premier ministre aus.si absolu quo le fut 
jamais son prddecesseur, Alberoni.” The Englisli pamphleteers 
and politicians of the last century were very unjust to Alberoni, 
■who, notwithstanding the dangerous boldness of his nature, 
was one of the best ministers who ever governed Spain. 

sio “The all-powerful Konigseg.” Goxe’s Bourbon Khujs of 
Spain, Tol, iii. p. 154; “the prime mover of the Spanish 
counsels," p. 159 ; in 1727-8, “Konigseg usurped the control 
■over every operation of government,” p. ' 190 ; and see 
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had been brouglit up under Orry.®^^ All this was not 
the result of accident, nor is it to be ascribed to the 
caprice of the court. In Spain, the national spirit had 
so died away, that none but foreigners, or men imbued 
with foreign ideas, were equal to the duties of goveru- 
inent. To the evidence already quoted on this point,. 
1 will add two other testimonies. Noailles, a very 
fair judge, and by no means prejudiced against the 
Spaniards, emphatically stated, in 1710, that, notwith- 
stending their loyalty, they were incapable of ruling, 
inasmuch as they were ignorant both of war and of 
politics. In 1711, Bonnac mentions that a resolution 
had been formed to place no Spaniard at the head of 
affairs, because those hitherto employed had proved to^ 
be either unfortunate or unfaithful. 

The government of Spain, being taken from the 
Spaniards, now began to show some signs of vigour. 
The change was slight, but it was in right direc- 
tion, though, as we shall presently see, it could not 
regenerate Spain, oiviug to the unffivourable operation 
of general causes. Still, the intention was good. For 
the first time, attempts were made to vindicate the 
rights of laymen, and to diminish the authority of 
ecclesiastics. Scarcely had the French established, 
their dominion, when they suggested that it might 
he advisable to relieve the necessities of the state, by- 
compelling the clergy to give up some of the wealth 
■which they had accumulated in their churches. Even 
Louis XiV. insisted that the important office of 
President of Castile should not be conferred on an 
ecclesiastic, because, he said, in Spain the priests and 

“ Origiaally a clerk under Om, he gained the favour of 
his employer," &o, Coxe’s Bourbon KinffS of Spaiii,, vol. iii, p. 
39. Coxe had access to a large mass of letters, which were 
written in, the eighteenth century, by persona connected with 
Spain, and many of which are still unpublished. _ This makes 
his book very valuable; and, aa a recital of political evente, 
it is superior to anything the Spaniards have produced, 
though the author is, I need hardly say, far inferior to M. 
Jjafuente aa a writer, and also as an artistic arranger of facts. 
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monks had already too much power. Orry^ who for 
several years possessed immense influence^ exerted it 
in the same direction. He endeavoured to lessen the 
immunities posse.ssed by the clergy, in regard to taxa- 
tion, and also in regard to their exemption from lay 
jurisdiction. He opposed the privilege of sanctuary ; 
he sought to deprive churches of their right of asylum. 
'He even attacked the Inquisition, and worked so 
powerfully on the mind of the king, that Philip, at 
one time, determined to suspend that dreadful 
tribunal, and abolish the office of grand inquisitor. 
This intention was very properly abandoned; for 
there can be no doubt that if it had been enforced, 
it would have caused a revolution, in which Plulip 
would probably have lost his crown. In such case, 
a reaction would have set in, -which would have left 
the church stronger than ever. Many things, ho-w- 
ever, were done for Spain in spite of tlie Spaniards. 

In 1707 the clergy were forced to contribute to the 
state a small part of their enormous wealth ; the tax 
being disguised under the name of a loan. Ten years 
later, during the administration of Aiberoni, this dis- 
guise was thrown off ; and not only did government 
exact what was now called the ecclesiastical tax/^ 
but it imprisoned or exiled those priests who, refusing 
to pay, stood up for the privileges of their order. 
This was a bold step to be taken in Spain, and it was 
one on which, at that time, no Spaniard would have 
ventured. Aiberoni, however, as a foreigner, was 
unvensed in the traditions of the country, -svliieh, 
indeed, on another memorable occasion, he set at 
defiance. The government of Madrid, acting in com- 
plete unison with public opinion, had always been 

go early as May 1702, Philip V., in a letter to Louis XIV., 
-complained that the Spanianls opposed him in everything. 

533 “tio” (Aiberoni) ■“ continued also the exaction of the 
ecclesiastical tax, in spits of the papal prohibitions, imprison- 
ing or banishing the refractory priests -who defended tlio 
midvilegea of their order.” Vaxe's Boarhem, Kings of Spain, voL 
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unwillitig’ to negotiate ivith infidels; meaning by 
iimdels, every people whose religious notions differed 
from tlieir own. Sometimes, such negotiations were 
unavoidable, hut they were entered into with fear and 
trembling, lest the pure Spanish faith should be tainted 
by Loi> dose a contact with unbelievers. Even in IGOH, 
when it was evident that the monarchy was at its last, 
gasp, and tliat nothing could save it from the hands 
of the spoiler, the prejudice was so strong that the 
Spaniards refused to receive aid from the Dutch, 
because the Dutch were heretics. At that time, 
Hollaud was in the most intimate relation with Eng- 
land, who.se interest it was to secure the independence 
of Spain against the machinations of France. Obvious, 
however, as this was, the Spanish theologians, being 
consulted respecting the proposal, declared tliat it was 
inadmissible, since it would enable the Dutch to pro- 
pagate their religious opinions ; so that, according to 
this view, it wus "better to be subjugated by a Catholic 
enemy, than to be assisted by a Protestant friend.®*-* 
Btill, much as the Spaniards hated Protestants, they 
hated Mohamine(Ian.s yet more. They could never 
forget liow the followers of that creed had once 
concjuevGd nearly the whole of Spain, and had, during 
several centuries, pos.sessed the fairest portion of it. 
'I'he remembrance of this, strengthened their religious 
animosity, and caused them to b^e the chief supporters 
of nearly every war which was waged against the 
Mohammedjtns, both of Turkey and of Africa. But 
Aiberoni, being a foreigner, was unmoved by -these 
considerations, and, to the astonishment of all Spain, 
On January 2d, I69S, Stanhope, the British Minister at 
Madriil, write.s from thiit capital : “ This Court is not at all 
iiKilhied to admit the offer of the Dutch troops to garrison 
their iilace-f in Flanders. They have consulted their theologians, 
who declare again.st it as a matter of conscience, since it would 
give grear opportunities to the spreading of heresy.^ They 
have nut yet sent their answer ; but it is believed it ^vill be in 
the negative, and that they will rather choose to lie at the 
niorcv of the French, as being Catholics.” .IfoAoa's Spain 
under Charles II., pp. 98, 99, 
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hCj on the mere ^ound of political expcidieiicy, set at 
naught the principles of the church;, and not only con- 
cluded an alliance mththe Mohammedans, hut supplied 
them with arms and with money. It is, indeed, true 
that, in these and similar measures, Alberoiii opposed 
himself to the national will, and that he lived to repent 
of his boldness. It is, however, also true, that his 
policy was part of a gi'cat secular and anti-theological 
movement, wliich, during the eighteenth century, was 
felt all over Europe. The effects of that movement 
were seen in the government of Spain, hut not in the 
people. This was because the government for many 
yea,rs was wielded by foreigners, or by natives iinbued 
with a foreign spirit. Hence we find that, during the 
greater part of the eighteenth century, the politicians 
of Spain formed a class more isolated, and, if I may so 
say, more living on their own intellectual resources, 
than the politicians of any other country during the 
same period. That this indicated a state of disease, 
and that no political improvement can produce real 
good, unless it is desired by the people before being 
confen*ed on them, will be admitted by whoever has 
mastered the lessons which history contains. The 
results actually produced in Spain, we shall presently 
see. But it will first be advisable that I should give 
some further evidence of the extent to which the 
influence of the church had prostrated the national 
intellect, and by discouraging all inquiry, and fettering, 
ail freedom of thought, had at length reduced the 
country to such a plight, that the faculties of men, 
rusted by disuse, ivore no longer equal to fulfil the 
functions required from them ; so that in every depart- 

61® The outcry which this caused, may_ bo easily imagined ; 
and Alberoni, finding himself in great peril, took advantage of 
the secrecy of the negotiations, to deny part, at least, of the 
.•barges made against him. See his indignant, but yet cautious, 
letter to the Pope, in History of A Iheroni^ 1719, p. 1124 Ortix, 
\\ho had evidently not looked into the evidence, is so ill- 
mfo}'med as to suppose that this was a calumnious accusation 
brought against Alberoni after his fall. 
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nientj wlietlier of political life, or of speculative philo- 
sophy, or oven of inechanical industry, it was necessary 
that foreigners should he called in, to do that work, 
xvhich the Jiatives had become unable to perform. 

I'lie ignorance in which the force of adverse circuiti- 
stauces had sunk the Spaniards, and their inactivity, 
both hodiiy and mental, would be utterly incredible, if 
it ^vere not attested by every vai-iety of evidence. 
Gramout, xvriting from personal knowledg'e of tlie state 
of Spain, during the latter half of the seventeenth 
century, describes the upper classes as not only 
unacquainted with science or literature, but as knowing 
scarcely anything even of the commonest events which 
occurred out of their own country. The lower ranks, 
he adds, are equally idle, and rely upon foreigners to 
reap their wheat, to cut their hay, and to build their 
houses. Another observer of society, as it existed in 
Madrid in 1G79, assures us that men, even of the 
highest position, never thought it necessary that their 
sons should study ; and that those who were destined 
for the army could not learn mathematics, if they de- 
sired to do so, inasmuch as there were neither schools 
nor masters to teach them. Books, unless they were, 
books of de^mtion, were deemed utterly useless ; no 
one consulted them ; no one collected them ; and, until 
the eighteenth century, Madrid did not possess a single 
public library. In other cities professedly, devoted to 
purpo.ses of education, similar ignorance prevailed. 
Salamanca was the seat of the most ancient and most 
famous university in Spain, and there, if anywhere, we 
might look for the encouragement of science.°^“ But 

univorsity was transferred from Palenoia to Sala- 
manca. early in the thirteenth century. Fortier, Omcmi 
A2ml()g5tka por la Fspana, Madrid, 1786, p. 170. By the be- 
ginning of the fifteenth century, it had become very pros- 
perous {Semjxre, De la Monardiii Mspagnole, vol. i. p. 65) ; and 
in 1535, it is (iBSCribed as “a groat Universitia, conteyning 
seven or eight thowsaiui students.” See a letter from .Johii 
Mason, dated Valladolid, 3rd July 1535, in Fll-is' Ongitml 
Zetiers, second series, vol. ii. p. 56, London, 1827. _ J3ut, like 
everything else which was valuable in Spain, it declined in the 
w . 2 d 
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He Torres^ wFo was Wmself a Spaniard^ and was edu- 
cated at Salamanca, early iu the eighteenth century, 
declares that he had studied at that university for five 
years before he had heard that such things as the 
mathematical sciences existed. So late as the year 
1771^ the same university publicly refu-sed to aliow the 
discoveries of Newton to be taught ; and assigned as a 
reiison, that the system of Newton was not so consonant 
with revealed religion as the system of Aristotle.”^® All 
over Spain, a similar plan was adopted. Everywhere, 
knowledge was spurned, and inquiry discouraged, 
Feijoo, who, notwithstanding his superstition, and a 
certain slavishness of mind, from which no Spaniard of 
that age could escape, did, on matters of science, seek 
to enlighten his countrymen, has left upon record his 
deliberate opinion, that whoever had acquired all that 
was taught in his time under the name of philosophy, 
would, as the reward of his labour, be more ignorant 

seventeenth century ; and Monconys, who carefully examined 
it in 1628, and praises some of its aiTangements which were still 
in force, adds, “ Mais je suis aussi contraint de dire aprhs tant 
do loiianges, que les ecoliei’s qui €tudieiit dans oettn univensitfe' 
sont d es vrais ignorans.” Les Voyages de Mnnsierir de McnconySf 
Quatrihme Partie, vol, v. p. 22, Paris, 1695. However, their 
ignorance, of which Monconys gives some curious in.stances, did 
not prevent Spanish w'riters, then, and long afterwards, from 
deeming the University of Salamanca to be the greatest instifcu' 
tiou of its kind in the world. 

617 “Says, that, after he Imd been five years in one of the 
.schools of the university there, it was by accident he learned 
the existence of the mathematical sciences,” Tichtor’s History 
•>f Spanish Literature, vol. iii. p. 223. A celebrated Spantsb 
writer of the eighteenth century, actually boasts of Ibo 
ignorancQ_ of his countrymen concerning mathematics, and 
discerns, in their neglect of that foolish pursuit, a decisive 
proof of their superiority over other nations. _ Forner, Oracion 
ApologHka 2>or la EspaTsa y su Mh~ito Literarw, Madrid, 17116, 
p. 38. 

6^6 In Letters from Spam ly a% English Officer, London, 17S8, 
'>• 0 ]. ii. p. 256, it is stated, that, in all the Spanish universities, 
“ Newton, and modem philosophy, is.stiU prohibited. Nothing 
can supplant Aristotle, and the superstitious fathers and doctors 
of the church." 
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than he was before he began. And there can be no 
doubt that he was right. 'I’here can be no doubt 
that, in Spaiiij the more a man was taught^ the 
less he would know. For, he was taught that inquiry 
was sinful, tiiat intellect must be repressed, and that 
credulity and submission were the first of human attri- 
butes, The Duke de Saint Simon, who, in 1721 and 
1722, was the French ambassador at Madrid, sums 
up his observations by the remark, that, in Spain, 
science is a crime, and ignorance a virtue. Fifty years 
later, another shrewd observer, struck with amazement 
at the condition of the national mind, expresses his 
opinion in a sentence equally pithy and almost equally 
severe. Searching for an illustration to convey his 
sense of the general darkness, he emphatically says, 
that the common education of an English gentleman, 
would, in Spain, constitute a man of learning.®^® 

Those who know what the common education of an 
English gentleman was eighty years ago, will appreciate 
the, force of this comparison, and will understand how 
benighted a country must have been, to which such a 
taunt was applicable. To expect that, under such a 
state of things, the Spaniards should make any of the 
discoveries which accelerate the march of nations, 
would be idle indeed ; for they would not even receive 
the discoveries, which other nations had made for them, 
and had cast into the common lap. So loyal and 
orthodox a people had notliing to do with novelties, 
which, being innovations on ancient oi)inions, were 
ixauglit with danger. The Spaniards desired to walk in 
the ways of their ancestors, and not have their faith in 
the past rudely disturbed. In the inorganic world, the 
magnificent discoveries of Newton, were conturneliously 

Or, as ha, in one place, expresses himself, would krtow 
“ very little more than nothing.” 

820 **'rhe common education of an English gontleman ■would 
constitute a man of learning here ; and, should ho understand 
Greek, he would he quite a phenomenon.” Stpinlntme’s Trarda 
through Spain hi 1775 and 1776, vol. ii. pp. 212, 213, 2d edit.. 
London, 1787. 


420 SPANISH INTELLECT FROM THE 


rejected ; and, in the organic world; the circulation of 
the blood W'as denied, more than a hundred and iifty 
years after Harvey, had proved it.5‘-i These things 
were new, and it was better to pause a little, and not 
1 ‘eceive them too hastily. On the same principl e, wdien, 
in the year 1760, some bold men in the gf)vernnuiiit 
proposed that the streets of Madrid should be cleansed, 
so daring a suggestion excited general anger. Not 
only the vulgar, but even those who were called edu- 
cated, were loud in their censure. The medical profes- 
sion, as the guardians of the public health, were desired, 
by the government, to give their opinion. This, they 
had no difliculty in doing. They had no doubt that 
the dirt ought to remain. I’o remove it, was a 
new experiment ; and of new experiments it was im- 
possible to foresee the issue. Their fathers having, lived 
in the midst of it, why should not they do the same.^ 
UTieir fathers were wise men, and must have had good 
reasons for their conduct. Even the smell of which 
some persons complained, was most likely wholesome. 
For, the air being sharp and piercing, it was ex- 
S21 So late as 1787, Townsend, a very accomplislied man, who 
travelled through Spain with the express object of noting the 
state of knowledge, as well as the economical condition of the 
countiy, and who, by previous study, had well qualiiied him- 
self for such an undertaking, says, “I have observed in 
general, that the physicians with whom I have had occasion 
to couversie, are disciples of their favourite doctor Piquer, who 
denied, or at least doubted of, the circulation of the bit tod,” 
Towmetid's Journey through Spain, 2d ed. , London, 1792, vol. 
iii. p. 281, At that time, the Bpanish physicians wore, how- 
ever, beginning to read Hoffmann, Cullen, and other heretical 
■speculators, in whose works they would find, to their astonish- 
ment, that the circulation of the blood was assumed, and was 
not even treated as a debatable question. But the students 
were obliged to take .such matters on tn,ist ; for, adds Towns- 
end, p. 282, “ In their medical classes, they had no dissee- 
rhms.” Oomp&re Laiord^Si Spain, vol. i. p. 70, vol. iii, p. 81^, 
London, 1809, and Qodoy’s Memoirs, Loudon, 1830, vol. ii. p. 
I."i7. Godoy, speaking of the three coliegos of surgcu*y at 
Madrid, Barcelona, and Cadiz, says that until his adminislra- 
tum in 1798, “ In the capital, even that of Pan C'arlo.s had not 
a leebuio room for practical instruction.” 
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tvemely probable that bad smells made the atmosphere 
heavy^ aud in that way deprived it of some of its 
injurious properties. The physicians of Madrid 
were, therefore, of opinion that matters had better 
remain as their ancestors had left tliem, and that 
no attempts should he made to purify the capital 
by removing the filth %vhich lay scattered on every 
■■■side.', 

_ 'iVhile such notions prevailed respecting the preserva- 
tion of health, it is hardly to be supposed that the 
ti-eatment of disease should be very successful. To 
bleed and to pm-ge were tlic only remedies prescribed 
by the Spanish physicians. Their ignorance of the 
commonest functions of the human body was altogether 
surprising, and can only be explained on the supposi- 
tion, that in medicine, as in other departments, the 
Spaniards of the eighteenth century knew no more 
than their progenitors of the sixteenth. Indeed, in 
some respects, they appeared to know less. For, their 
treatment xvas so violent, that it was almost certain 
death to submit to it for any length of time.^^^ Their 
own king, Philip V., did. not dare to trust himself in 
their hands, but preferred having an Irishman for his 
physician. Though the Irish had no great medical 

Bleeding, however, had the preference. See the curious 
evidence in To7msend\‘i Journey through Spain in 1786 and 1787, 
vol. ii. pp. 37-89, Tovuisencl, who had some knowledge of 
medicine, was amazed at the ignorance and recklessness of the 
Sljauish physicians. He says, “The science and practice of 
medicine .are at the lowest ebb in Spain, but moi*e ospeemlly in 
the Asturias. ” Compare Sprengdf Jlistoire rle la Medecine, 
vol. iii. p. 217, Paris, 1815, with IVinwood'n Mcrmnals, London, 
1725, folio, vo'l. ii. p. 219. The last reference shows the terrible 
“ purging and letting blood ” to which the unfortunate 
Spaniards were exposed in the reign of Philip III. 

In 1780, poor Cumberland, when in Madrid, was as nearly 
as possible murdered by throe of their surgeons in a very few 
days ; the most dangerous of his assailants being no le.ss a inua 
than the “chief surgeon of the Guardes de Gorp.s,” who, says 
the unfortunate sirlferer, was “ sent to me by authority.” See 
Memoirs of Richard Cumberland, wiiien hy himself, London, 
1807, vol. ii. pp, 67, 68. 
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reputation^ anything was better than a Spanish doctor,®®^ 
I’he arts iucidentJil to medicine and surgery^, were 
equally backward. The instruments were rudely made, 
and the drugs badly prepared. Pharmacy being 
unknown, the apothecaries^ shops, in the largest 
towns, were entirely supplied from abroad ; while, in 
the smaller towns, and in districts remote from the 
capital, the medicines were of such a quality, that the 
best which could be hoped of them was, that they 
might be innocuous. For, in the middle of the 
eiglitoenth century, Spain did not possess one practical 
chemist. Indeed, we are assured by Campomanes 
himself, that, so late as the year 1776, there was not 
to be found in the whole country a single man xvlio 
knew how to make the commonest drugs, such as 
magnesia, Glauber’s salts, and the ordinary preparations 
of mercury and antimony. This eminent statesman 
adds, however, that a cliemical laboratory was about to 
be established in Madrid ; and although the enterprise, 
being without a precedent, would surely be regarded 
as a portentous novelty, he expresses a confident 
expectation, that, by its aid, the universal ignorance 
of his couiitrjTuen would in time be remedied. 

Wliatever was useful in practice, or whatever sub- 
served the purposes of knowledge, had to come from 
abroad. Ensenada, the well known minister of 
Ferdinand VI., was appalled by the darkness and ■ 
apathy of the nation, which he tried, hut tried in vain, 
to remove. IF hen he was at the head of affairs, in the 
middle of the eighteenth century, he publicly declared 
that in Spain there was no professorship of public law, 
or of physics, or of anatomy, or of botany. He further 

In the eighteenth century, the Spaniards, generally, 
began to admit this ; since they could not shut their eyes to 
, the fact that their friends and relations succumbed so rapidly 
under professional treatment, that sickness and death were 
almost synonymous. Hence, notwithstanding their hatred of 
. the French nation, they availed themselves of the services of 
French physicians and French surgeons, whenever they had an 
opportunity of doing so. 
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adflerl;, that there were no good maps of Spain, and that 
there was no person who knew how to construct them. 
All the maps which they had, came from France and 
Holland, They were, he said, very inaccurate ; but 
the Spaniards, being unable to make any, had nothing 
else to rely on. Such a state of things he pronounced 
to be shameful. F^or, as he bitterly complained, if it 
were not for the exertions of Frenchmen and Dutch- 
men, it would be impossible for any Spaniard to kno\v 
either tlie position of his own town, or the distance 
from one place to another. 

The only remedy for all this, seemed to be foreign 
aid ; and Spain being now ruled by a foreign dynasty, 
that aid was called in. Cervi established the Medical 
Societies of Madrid and of Seville ; Virgili founded the 
College of Surgery at Cadiz ; and Bowles endeavoured 
to promote among the Spaniards the study of minera- 
logy. l^rofessors were sought for, far and wide ; and 
application was made to Linnseus to send a person 
from Sweden who could impart some idea of botany to 
physiological students.®^® Many other and similar steps 
were taken by the government, whose indefatigable 
exertions would deserve our warmest praise, if we did 
not know liow impossible it is for any government to 
enlighten a nation, and how absolutely essential it is 
that the desire for improvement should, in the first 
place, proceed from the people themselves. No progress 
is real; unless it is spontaneous. The movement, to be 
effective, must emanate from within, and not from 
without; it must be due to general causes acting on 
the whole country, and not to the mere will of a few 
powerful individuals. During the eighteenth century, 
all the means of improvement were lavishly supplied 
to the Spaniard.s ; but tlie Spaniards did not want to 
improve. They were satisfied with themselves; they 
were sure of the accuracy of their own opinions ; they 
were proud of the notions which they inherited, and 
which they did not wish either to increase or to 
I have mislaid the evidence of this fact, but the reader 
may rely on its accuracy. 
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(liminisli* Being nnable to donbt^ they were^ there- 
fore^ unwilling to inquire. New and beautiful trutliS;, 
conveyed in the clearest and most attractive language^ 
could j)roduce no effect upon men, whose minds 
were tlms hardened and enslaved.^-*’ An unhappy 
combination of eventS;, working without interruption 
since the fifth century, had pi’edetermiued the national 
character in a particular direction, and neither states- 
men, nor kings, nor legislators, could effect aught 
against it. The seventeenth century was, however, 
the climax of all. In that age, the Spanish nation fell 
into a sleep, from which, as a nation, it has never since 
awakened. It was asleep, not of repose, but of deJith. , 
It was a sleep, in which the faculties, instead of 
being rested, were paralyzed, and in which a cold and 
universal torpor succeeded that glorious, though pai*tialy 
activity, which, while it made the name of Spaiii 
terrible in tbe world, had insured the respect even of 
her bitterest enemies. 

Even the fine arts, in which the Spaniards had 
formerly excelled, partook of the general degeneracy, : 
and, according to the confession of their own writers, 
had, by the beginning of the eighteenth century, fallen 
into complete decay. The arts which secure national 
safety, were in the same predicament as those which 
minister to national pleasure. There was no one in 
Bpahi %vho could build a ship ; there was no one who 
knew how to rig it, after it was built. The ctuisequence 
was, that, by the close of the seventeenth century, the 
few ships which Spain possessed, were so rotten, that, 
says an historian, they could hardly support the fire 

^ of their own guns. In 1752, the government, being 
determined to restore the navy, found it necessary to 

■ send to England for shipwrights ,* and they were also 

si!6 Townsend (Joiinuy tkromh Spain «il7S6 and 1787, vol. ii, 

■ p. 27rf)says, “ Bon Antonio ^lano, professor of experimental 
philosophy, merits attention for the clearness and jjreeisiou of 

.'-'lis demonstrations ;• hut, unfortunately, although his lectures 
art d‘ hvorod gratis, such is the want of taste for science in 
Madrid, that nobody attends them.” 
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oblig'ed to apply to tbe same quarter for persons wlio 
could make ropes and canvas ; tlie skill of the natives 
being unequal to such arduous achievements. In this 
the ministers of the , crown j. whose ability and 
vigour^ considei'iug the ditBcult circumstances in which 
the incapacity of the people placed them^, were ex- 
tremely remarkablej contrived to raise a Beet superior 
to any which had been seen in Spain for more than a 
century. They also took many other steps towards 
putting the national defences into a satisfactory con- 
dition ; though in every instance^ they were forced to 
rely on the aid of foreigners. Both the military and 
the naval service were in utter confusion^ and had to 
be organized afresh. The discipline of the infantry 
was remodelled by OTieilly^ an Irishman^ to whose 
superintendence the military schools of Spain were 
intrusted. At Cadiz, a great naval academy was 
formed, but the head of it fras Colonel Godin a French 
officer. The artillery, which, like everything else, had 
become almost useless, was improved by Maritz, the 
Frenchman ; while the same service was rendered to 
the arsenals by Gazola, the Italian. 

The mines, which form one of the greatest natural 
sources of the wealth of Sijain, had likewise suflered 
from that ignorance and apathy, into which the force 
of circumstances had plunged the country. They were 
either completely neglected, or if worked, they were 
wmi’ked by other nations. The celebrated cobalt mine, 
situated in the valley of Gistau in Aragon, was entirely 
in the hands of the Germans, who, during the first 
half of tlie eighteenth century, derived immense profit 
from it. In the same way the silver mines of Guadal- 
canal, the richest in Spain, were undertaken, not by 
iiativesj hut by foreigners. Though they had been 
discovered in the sixteenth century, they, as well as 
other matters of importance, had been forgotten in the 
seventeenth, and were reopened, in 1728, by English 
adventurers ; the enterprise, the tools, the capital, 

527 M. Lafuente says that Ensenada was the restoi'er, and 
almost the creator, of the Spanish navy. . 
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and even the miners, all coining from England.®^ 
Another, and still more famous, mine is that of 
Almaden in La Mancha, which produces mercury of 
the finest quality, and in great profusion. Tliis metal, 
besides being indispensable for many of the commonest 
arts, was of peculiar value to Spain, because without 
it the gold and silver of the New World could not he 
extracted from their ores. From Almaden, where every 
natural facility exists for collecting it, and where the 
cinnabar in which it is found is unusually ricli, vast 
supplies had formerly been drawn ; hut they had for 
some time been diminishing, although the demand, 
especially from foreign countries, was on the increase. 
Under these circumstances, the Spanish government, 
fearing that so important a source of wealth might 
altogether perish, determined to institute an inquiry 
into the manner in which the mine was worked. 
As, however, no Spaniard possessed the knowledge 
requisite for such an investigation, the advisers of 
the crown were obliged to call on foreigners to help 
them. In 1752, an Irish naturalist, named Bowles, 
was commissioned to visit Almaden, and ascertain the 
cause of the failure. He found that the miners had 
acquired a habit of sinking their shafts perpen- 
dicularly, instead of follomng the direction of the 
vein. So absurd a process was quite sufficient to 
account for their want of success; and Bowles re- 
ported to the government, that if a shaft were to he 
sunk obliquely, the mine \vould, no doubt, again be 
productive. The government approved of the sugges- 
tion, and ordered it to he carried into eflect. But 
the Spanish miners were too tenacious of their old 
®28 “ In 1728, a new adventurer undertook the work of open- 
ing the mines of Guadalcanal. This was Lady Mary Herbert, 
daughter of the Marquis of Powis.” . . . “Lady Mary de- 
parted from Madrid for Guadalcanal, to which miners and 
engines had been sent from England at her expense, and at 
that of her relation, Mr Gage, who accoinpaniad her, and of 
hor father, the marquis.”^ JweoVs Historical hujuirj/ into ike 
PsodwAion and Oonmtntdion of ike Precious Metals, London, 
1831, Tol. i. pp. 278, 27& 
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customs to give way. Tliey sank their shafts in the 
.same manner as their fatiiers had donej, and what 
their fathers had (ione^, must be right. The result 
waSj that the mine had to be taken out of their 
hands ; but as Spain could supply no other labourers^ 
it was necessary to send to Oermany for fresh ones. 
After tlxeir arrival matters rapidly improved. The 
mine, being superintended by an Irishman, ami 
worked by Germans, assumed quite a diflerent ap- 
pearance ; and, notwithstanding the disadvantages 
with which new comers always have to contend, the 
immediate consequence of the change was, tliat the 
yield of mercury was doubled, and its cost to the 
consumer correspondingly lowered. 

Such ignorance, pervading the whole nation, and 
extending to every department of life, is hardly con- 
ceivahle, considering the immense advantages which 
the Spaniards had formerly enjoyed. It is particu- 
larly striking, when contrasted with the ability of 
the government, which, for more than eighty years, 
constantly laboured to improve the condition of the 
country. Early in the eighteenth century, Rippercla, 
in the hopes of stimulating Spanish industry, estab- 
lished a large woollen manufactory at Segovia, which 
had once been a busy and prosperous city. But the 
commonest processes had now been forgotten ; and he 
was obliged to import manufacturers from Holland, to 
teach the Spaniards how to make up the wool, though 
that was an art for which in better days they had been 
especially famous.®”® In 17S7, Wall, who was then 
miiiister, coxistructed, upon still larger scale, a 
.similar manufactory at Guadalajara in New Castile. 
Soon, however, something went wrong with the 

Memoirs of Ripperda, 2d ©d., London, 1740, pp, 23, 62, 
91, 104. “ A ship arrived at Cadiz with fifty manufaoturers on 

hoard, whom the Baron de Ripperda had drawn together in 
Holhind.” . . . “Tho new manufactm*es at Segovia, which, 
though at this time wholly managed by foreigners, he wished, 
in the next age, might be carried on by the Spaniards them- 
.selves, and hy them only. ” 
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macliinery ; and as the Spaniards neitlier knew nor 
cared anything about these matters;, it was necessary 
to send to England for a w^orkman to put it right/'™ 
At length the advisers of Charles III.^ despairing of 
rousing the people by oz'dinary means, devised a 
more comprehensive scheme, and invited tliousandi! 
of foreign artisans to settle in Spain ; trusting that 
their example, and the suddenness of their inilux, 
might invigorate this jaded nation.®^’- All was in 
vain. 'i'he spii’it of the coimtry was broken, and 
nothing could retrieve it. Among other attemjds 
which were m.'ule, the formation of a National Bank 
^vas a favourite idea of politicians, ^vho expected 
great things from an institution which was to extend 
credit, and make advances to persons engaged in 
business. But, though the design was executed, it 
entirely failed in effecting its purpose. When the 
people are not enterprising, no effort of government 
can make them so. In a country like Spain, a gi-eat 
bank was an exotic, which might live with art, but 
could never thrive by nature. Indeed, both in 
its origin and in its completion, it was altogether 
foreign, having been first proposed by the Dutchman 
llipperda/’®- and owing its final organization to the 
Frenchman Cabarrus. 

In everjdbing the same law prevailed. Li diploraaf*}’, 
the able.st men w'ere not Spaniards, but foreigners ; .and 
during the eighteenth century, the strange spectacle 
was frequently exhibited, of Spain being represented by 
French, Italian, and even Irish ambassadors.""^ Notbing 

5*0 “The minister, Wall, an Irishman, contrived to decoy 
over one Thomtis Bevan, from Melksham, in Wiltshire, to set 
the machinery and matters to rights.” Ford’s Spain. Londoi!, 
1847, p. 525. 

531 In 1768, Hai'ria, wdio travelled from Pampeluuato Madrid, 
writes, “ I did not observe a dozen men either at Ydoiigh or any 
■other kind of labour on the road.” Diaries and Correspondcncb 
^^JamesHarriSt FarlofMalmesVury, London, 1844, vol. i. p. S8, 

■ 5*2 national b.ank, a design originally suggested by 

■ irda.” Coxds Brnrlon. Kings of Spain, vol. v. p. 202, 
About the same- time, Clark writes (in his Letters concern- 
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was indigenous ; nothing was done by Spain herself. 
Philip V. 5 who reigned from 1700 to 1746^ and possessed 
immense power^ aiway.s clung to the ideas of his own 
country^ and was a Frenchman to the last. For thirty 
years after his death, the three most prominent names 
in Spanish politics were, Wall, who was born in France, 
of Irish parents ; Grimaldi, who was a native of 
Genoa and Esqiiilache, who was a native of Sicily. 
Esquilache administered the finances for several years ; 
and, after enjoying the confidence of Charles HI. to 
an extent I'arely possessed by any minister, ivas only 
dismissed in 170(5, in consequence of the discontents 
of tlie people at the innovations introduced by this bold 
foreigner. Wall, a much more remarkable man, 
was, in the absence of any good Spanish diplomatist, 
sent envoy to London in 1747 ; and after exercising 
ing the iSpanish Nation, London, 1763, 4fco, p. 331), “ Spain has, 
for many years past, been under the direction of foreign 
ministers. Whether this hath been owing to want of capacity . 
in the natives, or disinclination in the sovereign, I will not 
take upon me to say ; such as it is, the native nobility lament 
it as a gi'cat calamity.” 

Loj'd Stanhope, genei*ally well informed on Spanish affairs, 
says that Wall was “a native of Ireland.” Mahon's History 
of England, vol. iv. p. 182, 3d edit., London, 1853; but in 
M^moires de Noiiilles, vol. iv.p, 47, edit. Paris, 1829, lie is' called 
“ irlandais d’origine, ne en France.” Sec also Biografia, de 
Ensenada, in Navamte, OpHsculos, Madrid, 1848, vol. ii. p._26, 
“D. Ricardo Wall, irlandes de origen, nacido en Franeia.” 
SwinViurne, who knew hiip personally, and has given sozne 
account of him, does not mention where he was born. Sn-hi- 
bimie's Trarels through Spain, second edition, London, 1787, 
vol. i. pp. 314-318. 

‘ ‘ A Genoese, and a creature of France. ” JOnnluim's History 
of Spain, vol v. p. 170. 

s® The fullest account of Ins dismissal is given by M. Rio, 
in the first chapter of the second volume of his Historic del 
Jteiiutdo de Carlos III., wliicb shovtld, however, be compared, 
with (Ju.ce's Bonrhon Kings of Spain, vol. iv. pp. 340-34(). Gqxe 
term-s him S^pnlaci ; but I follow the orthogi'aphy of the Spanish, 
writers, who iilway.s call him Ifequilaohe. Such was his influ- 
ence over the King, that, according to Goxe (vol. iv. p. 3-17), 
Charle-s III. “ publicly said, that, ‘if he was reduced to a 
morsel of bread, ho would divide it with Stiuilaci.’ ” 
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great influence in matters of state, he was placed at 
the head of affairs in 1764, and remained supreme till 
1703. When this eminent Irishman relinquished 
office, he was succeeded by the Genoese, Grimaldi, 
who ruled Spain from 1703 to 1777, and was entirely 
devoted to the French views of policy.^®'’ His principal 
patron was C'boiseuI, who had imbued him with his 
own notions, and by whose advice he was chiefly 
guided.®-*® Indeed, Choiseul, who was then the rirst 
minister in France, used to boast, with exaggeration, 
but not without a considerable amount of truth, that 
his influence in Madrid was even greater than it was in 
Versailles. 

However this may be, it is certain that four years 
after Grimaldi took office, the ascendency of France 
was exhibited in a remarkable way. Choiseul, who 
hated the Jesuits, and had just expelled them from 
France, endeavoured also to expel them from Spain. 
The execution of the plan was confided to Aranda, 
who, though a Spaniard by birth, derived his intel- 
lectual culture from France, and had contracted, in 
the society of Paris, an intense hatred of every form of 
ecclesiastical power.®®* The scheme, secretly prepared, 

637 He resigned in 1776, but held office till the arrival of hi» 
successor, Florida Blanca, in 1777. Mio, Jlistoria de Carlos 
JJL, vol. Hi. pp. 171, 174. 

638 “ Guided in bis operations by the counsels of Choiseul." 

Ooxe's Bourbon Kings of Spam, vol. iv. p, 389. “The pro.secu- 
tion of the schemes which he had concerted with Choiseul," 
p. 378. “ His friend and patron,” p, 391, and vol. v. p. 6, 

639 Archdeacon Coxe, in a somewhat professional tone, .sayg 
of Aranda, “ In France he had acquired the graces of polished 
society, and imbibed that fret^ni of senlivieut which then began 
to be fashionable, and /«xs since been earned to such a dangerous 
excess." Coxe's Bourbon Kings of Spain, vol. iv, p, 402. His 
great enemy, tlie Prince of the Peace, wishing to bo severe, 
unintentionally praises him ; and observes, that he was “ con- 
nected with the most distinguished literary Frenchmen of the 
middle of the last century,” and that ha was “divested of 
religious prejudices, though swayed by philosophical entbn- 
siasm.” Oodog's Memoirs,- London, 1836, vol. i. p. 339. The 
hostility of some men. is extremely valuable. The Prince 
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was skilfully accomplished. In 1767, the Spanish 
g-ovemmentj without hearing what the Jesuits had to 
say in their defence, and, indeed, without giving them 
the least notice, stiddenly ordered their expulsion ; 
and with such animosity were they driven from the 
country, in. which they sprung up, and had long been 
cherished, tliat not only was their wealth confiscated, 
and they themselves reduced to a \vretched pittance, 
hut even that was directed to be taken from them, if 
they publislied anything in their own vindication ; 
while it was also declared that whoever ventured to 
write respecting them, should, if he were a subject 
of Spain, be put to death, as one guilty of high 
treason."^** 

Such boldness on the part of the government caused 
even the Inquisition to tremble. That once omnipotent 
tribunal, threatened and suspected by the civil autho- 
rities, became more wary in its proceedings, and 
more tender in its treatment of heretics. Instead of 
e.xtirpating unbelievers by hundreds or by thousands, 
it was reduced to such pitiful straits, that between 
.1746 and 1750, it was only able to burn ten persons; 
and between 1759 and 1768, only four persons. The 
extraordinary diminution during the latter period, was 
partly o\ving to the great authority wielded by Aranda, 
the friend of the encyclopedists and of other French 
sceptics. This remarkable man was President of 

further adds, that Aranda “could only lay claim to the inferior 
loerit of a sectarian attacliment ; ” forgetting that, in a country 
like Spain, eveiT- enlightened person must belong to a miserably 
small sect. 

Coxe'a Bonrhmi Kings of Sjyain, vol. iv, p. 362. M. Rio, 
in the second volume of his History of Charles H T . , Madrid, 
1S.56, has given a long, but not very philosophical, nor very 
accurate, account of the expulsion of the Jesuits, which he 
considers' solely from the Spanish point of view ; overlooking 
the fact, that it was part of an European movement headed by 
France. He denies the influence of Choiseul, p. 125 ; censures 
the perfectly correct statement of C'oxe, p. 123 ; and finally 
ascribes this great event to the operation of causes conliued 
to the Peninsula. 
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Castile till 1773, and he issued an order forbidding; 
the liK^uisition to interfere %vit}i the civil courts. He 
also formed a scheme for entirely abolishing it ; but his 
plan was frustrated, owing to its premature announce- 
ment by his friends in Paris, to whom it had been 
eoniided.®^^ His views, however, were so far successful, 
that after 1781, there is iro instance in Spain of a heretic; 
being burned ; the Inquisition being too terrihed by 
the proceedings of govennaent to do anything- udiicb 
anight compromise the safety of the Holy Institution. 

In 1777, Grimaldi, one of the chief supporters of 
that anti-theological policy which Franco introduced 
into Spain, ceased to he minister ; but he was succeeded 
by Florida Blanca, who was his creature, and to whom 
he transmitted his policy as well as his power. Tlie 
progress, therefore, of political affairs continued in 
the same direction. Under the new minister, as 
under his immediate predecessors, a determination was 
shown to abridge the authority of the church, and to 
vindicate the rights of laymen. In e^'erything, the 
ecclesiastical interests were treated as subordinate to 
the secular. Of this, many instances might be given ; 
but one is too important to be omitted. We have 
seen, that early in the eighteenth century, Alberoni, 
when at the head of affaii-s, was guilty of wliat in Spain 
was deemed the eiioi-mous offence of contracting an 
alliance with Mohammedans ; and there can he no 

641 ‘I When at Paris, in 1786, 1 received the following anecdote 
-from a person connootcd with the encyclopedists. iJuring his 
residence in that capital, D’Aranda had frcipiently testified to 
the literati with whom he associated, his resolution to ohlain 
the abolition of the Inquisition, should he ever hie called to 
power. His appointment -was, therefore, exultingly hailed by 
-fcbe party, particularly by D’Alembert ; and he had scarcely 
begun his reforms before an article was inserted in the 
Encyclopedia, then printing, in which this event vas confidently 
.anticipated, from the liberal principles of tlie minister. 
D’Aranda was struck on reading this article, and said, ‘This 
imprudent disclosure will raise such a ferment against me, that 
my plans will be foiled.’, _He was not ffiistak'en in liis con- 
jecture. ” C'o,i'e's Bourbon Kings of Spaiu^ voL iv. p, 408. 
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{loubt that this was one of the chief causes of his fallj 
since it was helrl. that no prospect of mere temporal 
advantag-es could justify an union, or even a peace, 
behveen a Christian nation and a nation of un- 
hclievers.’'''’^'^ But the Spanish governraeiit, which, 
owing to the causes I have x*elatcd, was far in advance 
of ypain itself, was gradually becoming holder, and 
growing more and more disposed to force upon the 
country, viexvs, which, abstractedly considered, were 
extremely enlightened, but which the popular mind 
was unable to receive. The result w^as, that, in 1782, 
P’lorida Blanca concluded a treaty with Turkey, which 
put an end to the war of religious opinions ; to the 
astonishment, as we are told, of the other European 
powers, wdio could hardly believe that the Spaniards 
would thus abandon their long-continued efforts to 
destroy the infidels.”^® Before, however, Europe had 
time to recover from its amazement, other and similar 
events occurred, equally startling. In 1784, Spaixi 
signed a peace wdth I’ripoli ; and, in 1783, one witli 
Algiers. And scarcely had these been ratified, when, 
in 1786, a treaty was also concluded with Tunis. So 
that the Spanish people, to their no small surprise, 
found themselves on terms of amity with nations, 
whom for more than ten centuries they had been 
taught to abhor, and whom, in the opinion of the 
Spanish Church, it was the first duty of a Christian 
gox'crnment to make war upon, and, if possible, to 
extirpate. 

In 1(390 it wag stated that "since the expulsion, of the 
iMom-s,” there was no precedent for the King of Spain ever 
sending an envoy to a Mohammedan prince. See Mahon's 
Spain ‘Under Vkarles IL, p. 6. In that year, an envoy was sent 
to Morocco ; but this was merely eoncei-uing the redemption 
of prisoners, and certainly without the remotest intention of 
concluding a peace. 

Si3 '^The other European courts, with surprise and regret, 
witnessed the conclusion of a treaty which terminated the 
political and religious rivalry so long jsuhsisting between Spain 
and the .Porte.” Coxe's Bourhon K'lnffs of Asain, vol. v- pp. 
152 , 153 . 

Il 2 E • 


434 SPANISH INTELLECT FROM THE 


Putting aside^ for a moment, tlie remote and intel- 
lectual consequences of tliese transactions, there can be 
no doubt that the immediate and material consequences 
w'ex’e very salutary ; though, as we shall presently see, 
they produced no lasting benefit, because they were 
opposed by the unfavourable operation of more power- 
ful and more general causes. Still, it must he confessed 
that the direct results were extremely advantageous ; 
and to those who take only a short vie^v of human 
affairs, it might well appear that the advantages w'ould 
be permanent. The immense line of coast from the 
kingdoms of Fez and Morocco to the farthest extremity 
of the Turkish empire, was no longer allowed to pour 
forth those innumerable pirates, who, heretofore, swept 
the seas, captured Spanish ships, and made slaves of 
Spanish subjects. Formerly, vast sums of money were 
annually consumed in ransoming these unhappy 
prisoners ; but now all such evils were ended. At 
the same time, great impetus was given to the com- 
merce of Spain ; a new trade was thrown open, and her 
.ships could safely appear in the rich countries of the 
Levant. This increased her wealth ; which was more- 
over aided by another circumstance growing out of 
these events. For, the most fertile parts of Spain are 
those which are washed by the Mediterranean, and 
which had for centuries been the prey of Mohammedaix 
corsairs, who frequently landing by surprise, had at 
length caused such constant fear, that the inhabitants 
gradually retired towards the interior, and abstained 
froiSu cultivating the richest soil in their country. 
Rut, by the treaties just concluded, such dangers were 
at once removed ; the people returned to their former 
abodes ; the earth again gave forth its fruits ; regular 
industry reappeared ; villages sprung up ; even niantx- 
factures were established ; and the foundation seemed 

In the middle of the eighteenth century, a regular watch 
had to be kept along the Mediterranean coast of Spain, “in 
order to give the alarm ^upon the appearance of the enemy." 
See A Tour tltrcngh Saaiti by Udal ap Mhus, 2d edit., London, 
1760, p. 170. 
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to be laid for a prosperity^ the like of wbicli had not 
been known since the Mohammedans were driven out 
of Granada. 

I have now laid before the reader a view of the most 
important steps which were taken by those able and 
vigorous politicians, who ruled Spain during the greater 
part of the eighteenth century. In considering how 
these reforms were effected, we must not forget the 
personal character of Charles III., who occupied the 
throne from 175.9 to 1788. He w'as a man of great 
energy, and though born in Spain, bad little in 
common witli it. When he became kijig, he had 
been long absent from his native country, and had 
contracted a taste for customs, and, above all, for 
opinions, totally dissimilar to those natural to the 
Spaniards. Comparing him with his subjects, he 
was enlightened indeed. They cherished in their 
hearts, the most complete, and therefore the wor.st, 
form of spiritual pow'er which has ever been exhibited 
in Europe. That very power, he made it his business 
to restrain. In this, as in other respeotsi he far sur- 
passed Ferdinand VI. and Philip V., though they, 
under the influence of French ideiis, had proceeded to 
what was deemed a dangerous length. The clergy, 
indignant at such proceedings, murmured, and even 
threatened. The)' declared that Charle.s %vas despoil- 
ing the church, taking away her rights, insulting her 
ministers, and thus ruining Spain beyond human 
remedy. The king, however, whose disposition was 
Arm, and somewhat obstinate, persevered in his policy ; 
and as he and his ministers were men of undoubted 
ability, they, notwithstanding the opposition they 

“Although born and educated in, Spain, Charles had 
quitted the country at too oai'ly an age to retain a partiality 
to its customs, laws, manners, and language ; while, from his 
residence abroad, and his intercourse with France, he bad 
formed a natural predilection for the French chpacter and 
institutions. ” C'oxe’s Bourbon Kings of Spain, vol. iv. p, 337. 

He “ far surpassed his two predecessors in his exertions 
to reform the morals, and restrain the power of the clergy."’ 
Ibid., vol. V. p. 215. 
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encountered, succeeded in accompli sliing' most of their 
plans. Mistaken arid short-sighted though they were, 
it is impossihlo to refrain from admiring the honesty, 
the courage, and the disinterestedness, winch they 
displayed, in endeavouring to alter the destiny of that 
superstitious and half-harharous country over whidi 
they ruled. We must not, however, conceal from 
ourselves, that in this, as in all similar cases, they, by 
attacking evils which the people were resolved to love, 
increased the affection which tlio evils inspired. To 
seek to change opinions by laws, is worse than futile. 
It not only tails, but it causes a reaction, which leaves 
the opinions stronger than ever. First alter the 
opinion, and then you may alter the law. As soon 
as you have convinced men that superstition is mis- 
chievous, you may with advantage take active steps 
against those classes who promote superstition and 
live by it. But, however pernicious any interest or 
any great body may be, beware of using force against 
it, unless the progress of knowledge has previously 
sapped it at its base, and loosened its hold over the 
national mind. This has always been the error of the 
most ardent reformers, who, in their eagerness to 
effect their purpose, let the political movement out- 
strip the intellectual one, and, thus inverting the 
natural oi’der, secure misery cither to themselves or 
to their descendants. They touch the altar, and fire 
springs forth to consume them. Then comes another 
period of superstition and of despotism ; another dark 
epoch in the annals of the human race. And this 
happens merely because men will not bide their time, 
but will insist on precipitating the march of aifairs. 
Thus, for instance, in France and Germany, it is the 
friends of freedom who have strengtheneti tyranny ; 
it is the enemies of superstition who liave made 
superstition more permanent. In those countries, it 
is still believed that government can regenerate 
society ; and therefore, directly they who hold liberal 
opinions get possession of the government, they use 
their power too lavishly, thinking that by doing so, 
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they will Lest secure the eud at which they aim. In 
Euglandj the same delusion, though less general, is 
iar too prevalent ; but as, with us, public opinion 
controls politicians, we escape from evils which have 
happened abroad, because we will not allow any goveru- 
miint to enact laivs which the nation disapproves. In 
Spain, hoivever, the habits of the people were so 
5<lavish, and their necks had so long been bowed 
umler the yoke, that though the government, in the 
eighteenth century, opposed their dearest pi'ejudices, 
they rarely ventured to I'esist, aud they had no legal 
means of making their voice heard. But not the less 
did they feel. The materials for reaction were 
silently accumulating ; and before that century had 

{ tassed away, the reaction itself was manifest. As 
ong as* Charles HI. lived, it was kept under; and 
this was owing partly to the fear which his active 
and vigorous government inspired, aud partly to the 
fact that many of the reforms which he introduced, 
were so obviously bencliciai, as to shed a lustre , on his 
reign, which all classes could perceive. Besides the 
exemption whicJi his policy insured from the in- 
cessant ravages of pirates, he also succeeded in obtain- 
ing for Spain the most honourable peace which any 
Spanish government had signed for two centuries ; 
thus recalling to the popular mind, the brightest and 
most glorious days of I’hilip II. When Charles 
came to . the throne, Spain was hardly a third-rate 
power ; when he died, she might fairly claim to be a 
tirst-rate one, since she had for some years negotiated 
on equal terms with France, England, and Austria, and 
had taken a leading part in the councils ■ of Europe. 
To this, the personal character of Charles greatly 
contributed ; he being respected for his honesty, as 
well as feared for his vigour.^*® Merely as a man, he 

5*7 Coxa {Bmrbm Kings of Spain, vol. v. p. 141) calls the 
peace of 1783 “the most honourable and advantageous ever 
concluded by the crown of Spain since the peace of St 
Quiiitin.” 

64S Towards the close of his reign, we find a contempoi’ary 
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bore hig-b repute ; wliile, as a sovereign^, none of big 
eontemporarios were in any way equal to Iiiiiij except, 
Frederick of Prussia^ whose vast abilities were, how- 
ever, tarnished by a base rapacity, and by an incessant 
desire to overreach his neig-hbours. Charles 111. had 
nothing of this ; but he carefully increased t)ie de- 
fences of Spain, and, raising her establishments to a 
war-footing, he made her more formidable than she 
had been since the sixteenth century. Instead of 
being liable to insult from every petty potentate wLo 
chose to triumph over her weakness, the country had 
now the means of resisting, and, if need be, of attack- 
ing. MHiile the army was gi'eatly improved in the 
quality of the troops, in their discipline, and in the 
attention paid to their comforts, the navy was nearly 
doubled in number, and more than doubled in efficiency. 
And this was done without imposing fresh burdens on 
the people. Indeed, the national I’esoiirces were 
becoming so developed, that, in the reign of Charles 
III., a large amount of taxation could have been easier 
paid than a small one under his predecessors. A 
regularity, hitherto unknowm, was introduced into the 
method both of asses.sing imposts, and of collecting 
them.''^® The laws of mortmain were relaxed, and 
steps were taken towards diminishing the rigidity of 
entails. The industry of the country was liberated 
from many of the trammels which had long been im- 
posed upon it, and the principles of free trade were so 
far recognized, that, in 1785, tlie old laws respecting 
corn were repealed ; its exporhition was allowed, and 
also its transit from one part of Spain to anotijer, un- 
interrupted by those absurd precautions, which pre- 
cetliug governments had tliought it advisable to invent, 

observer who was anything hut prejudiced in hia favour, 
bearing testimony to “ the honest and obstinate adherence of 
fcia present Catholic Majesty to all his treaties, principles, and 
•engagements.” Letttrs hy an Jinglish Ojjicer^ Lonslon, 17S8, 
voL ii. p. 329. 

These financial improvoments were due, in a great 
tneasuro, to the Frenchman, CabaiTus. 
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It was also in the reign of Charles III. that tlie 
American Colonies were^, for the first time, treated 
according to the maxims of a wise and liberal policy. 
The behaviour of the Spanish government in this re- 
spect, contrasts most favourably with the conduct pur- 
sued at the same time towards our great Colonies by 
that narro^v and incompetent man who then filled the 
English throne. While the violence of George III. 
was fomenting rebellion in the British Colonies, Charles 
III. was busily engaged in conciliating the Spanish 
ones. Towards this end, and with the object of giving 
fair play to the growth of their wealth, he did every- 
thing which the knowledge and resources of that age 
allowed him to do. In 1764, he accomplished, what 
was then considered the great feat of establishing every 
month a regular communication with America, in order 
that the reforms which he projected might be more 
easily introduced, and the grievances of the Colonies 
attended to. In the very next year, free trade was 
conceded to the \Yest Indian Islands, whose abundant 
commodities were now, for the first time, allowed to 
circulate, to their own benefit, as well as to tbe benefit 
of their neighbours. Into the Colonies generally, vast 
improvements were introduced, many oppressions were 
removed, the tyranny of officials was checked, and 
the burdens of the people were lightened. Finally, 
in 1778, tlie principles of free trade, having been sue 
cessfully tried in the American Islands, were now 
extended to the American Continent; the ports of 
Peru and of New Spain were thrown open ; and by this 
means an immense impetus was given to the prosperity 
of those magirificent colonies, which nature iutendctl 
to he rich, hut which the meddling folly of man had 
forced to be poor. 

All this reacted upon the mother country with such 
rapidity, that scarcely was the old system of monopoly 
broken up, when the trade of Spain began to advance, 
and continued to improve, until the exports and im- 
ports had reached a height that even the authors of the 
reform could hardly have expected ; it being said, that 
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the export of foreign eommodities was tripled,, tliat the 
export of home produce was multiplied fivefold, and 
the returns from America ninefold. 

Many of the taxeSj which bore heavily on the lower 
ranks, were repealed, and the industrious classes 
being relieved of their principal burdens, it was hoped 
tliat their condition would speedily improve. And to 
benefit them still more, such alterations were efiectod 
in the administration of the law, as might enable them 
to receive justice from the public tribunals, when they 
had occasion to complain of their superiors. Hitherto, 
a poor man had not the least chance of succeeding 
against a rich one ; but in tbe reign of diaries III. 
government introduced various regulations, by which 
labourers and mechanics could obtain redress, if their 
masters defrauded them of their wages, or broke the 
contracts made with them. 

Not only the labouring classes, but also the literary 
and scientific classes, were encouraged and protected*. 
One source of danger, to which they had long been 
exposed, was considerably lessened by tbe steps which 
Charles took to curtail the power of the Inquisition. 
The king was, moreover, always ready to rewai'd them ; 
he was a man of cultivated tastes, and ho delighted in 
being tbouglit tbe patron of learning. Soon after his 
accession, be issued an order, exempting from military 
service all printers, and all jiersons immediately con- 

“ Early in tha reign of Charles, steps had been taken 
towards the adoption of more liberal i^riuc'iples in the com- 
merce with America ; but in the year 177S, a complete and 
radical change was introduced. The estoblishnient of a free 
trade rapidly produced the most beneficial consequences. 
The export of foreign goods was tripled, of homo produce 
quintupled ; and the retums fi*om America augmented in the 
astonishing proportion of nine to one. The produce of the 
customs increased with equal rapidity.” Clarke’s Umrninaiian 
of the Jnimuxl State of Spain, London, 1818, p. 72. 

SH See {'loidda Blanca*« statement in Coxe’s Bourlon Kings of 
Spain, vol. V, p. 331 ; “to facilitate to artisans and journeymen 
the scanty payment of their labours, in spite of the privileges 
aud interest of the powerful,” 
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nected ivitli priutiug-, siieh as casters of type^, and fclie 
like. He also, as far as lie was able, infused new life 
into the old universities, and did all that was possible 
toivards restoring their discipline and reputation. He 
founded schools, endowed colleges, rewarded professors, 
and granted pensions. In these mutters, his inuilifi- 
ceuce seemed inexhaustible, and is of itself sufficient 
to account for the veneration with which literary 
ypaniards regard his memory. They have reason 
to I'egret that, instead of living now, they had not 
lived when he was king. In his reign, it was sup- 
posed that their interests must he identical with the 
interests of knowledge ; and the.se last were rated 
so highly, that, in 1771, it was laid down as a settled 
principle of government, that of all the branches 
of public policy, the care of education is the most 
important. 

But this is not all. It is no exaggeration to say, that 
in the reign of Charles III. the face of Spain underwent 
greater changes tlian it had done during the hundred 
and fifty years which had elapsed since the final expul- 
sion of the Mohammedans. At his accession, in' 1759, 
the wise and pacific policy of his predecessor, Ferdinand 
VI., had enabled that prince not only to pay many of 
the debts owed by the crown, but also to accumulate 
and leave behind him a considerable treasure. Of this, 
Charles availed himself, to begin those works of public 
splendour, which, more than any other part of his 
administration, was sure to strike the senses, and to 
give popularity to his reign. And when, by the 
increase of wealth, rather than by the imposition of 
fresh burdens, still larger resources were placed at his 
command, he devoted a considerable part of them to 
completing his designs. He so beautified Madrid, that 
forty years after his death, it was stated, that, as it 
then stood, all its magnificence was owing to him. The 
public bui.ldings and the public gardens, the beautiful 
walks round the capital, its noble gates, its institutions, 
and the very roads leading from it to the adjacent 
country, are all the work of Charles III., and are 


442 SPANISH INTELLECT FROM THE 


among the most conspicuous trophies which attest his 
genius and- the sumptuousness of his taste. 

In other parts of the country^ roads \vere laid down, 
and eatials were dug, with the view of increasing trade, 
by opening up communications tltrough tracts pre- 
viously impassable. At the accession of Charles HI., 
the whole of the Sierra Moreaa was unoccupied, except 
by wild beasts and banditti, who took refuge there. 
No peaceful traveller would venture into such a place ; 
and commex’ce was thus excluded from what nature had 
marked as one of the greatest highways in Spain, stand- 
ing as it does between the basins of the Guadiana and 
Guadalquivir, and in the direct course between the 
ports on the Mediterranean and those on the Atlantic. 
Ihe active government of Charles HI. determined to 
remedy this evil ; but the Spanish people not having 
the enei’gy to do what was required, six thousand Dutch 
and Flemish were, in 1767, invited to settle in the 
Sierra Morena. On their arrival, lands were allotted 
to them, roads were cut through the whole of the dis- 
trict, villages were built ; and that which had just been 
an impervious desert, was suddenly turned into a 
smiling and fruitful territory. 

Nearly all over Spain, the roads wei'e repaired ; a 
fund having been, so early as 1760, specialh’ set apart 
for that purpose. Many new works were begun ; and 
such improvements were introduced, while, at the same 
time, such vigilance was employed to prevent pecula- 
tion on the part of officials, that in a very few years 

5S2 But it is to Ciliai'les HI. that Madrid owes all its present 
magnificonce. Under his care, the royal jialace was -fimshed, 
the noble gates of AleaM and San Vincente wei-e raised ; the 
custom-house, the post-office, the museum, and royal printing- 
office, were constnicted ; the academy of the three noble ai-ta 
improved ; the cabinet of natural hiatoxy, the botanic garden, 
the national bank of San Carlos, and many gratuitous schools 
established ; while convenient roads leading from the city, and 
delightful walks planted within and without it, and adorned by 
statues and fountains, combine to announce the solioitude ot 
this paternal king.” Spain hy an, American, London, 1831, 
vol. i p. 206 ; see also p. 297. 
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the cost of making public highways was reduced to 
less than half, of what it used to be.®s3 Of the under- 
takings which were brought to a successful issue^ the 
most important were;, a road now first constructed from 
Malaga to Antequera, and another from Aquilas to 
Lorca. In this way, means of intercourse were sup- 
plied between the Mediterranean and the interior of 
Andalusia and of Murcia. While these communications 
, were established in the south and south-east of Spain, 
others were opened up in the north and north-west. 
In 1769, a road was begun between Bilbao and 
Osina ; and soon after, one was completed between 
Galicia and Astorga. These and .similar works were so 
skilfully executed, that the Spanish highways, formerly 
among the worst in Europe, were now classed among 
the best. Indeed, a competent, and by no means over- 
friendly, judge gives it as his opinion, that at the death 
of Charles III. better roads were to be found in Spain 
■^au in any other country. 

In the interior, rivers were made navigable, and 
canals were formed to connect them with each other. 
The Ebro runs through the heart of Aragon and part 
of Old Castile, and is available for purposes of traffic 
as high up as Logi’oho, and from thence down to 
Tudela. But between Tudela and Saragossa, the navi-, 
gabion is interrupted by its great speed, and by the 
rocks in its bed. Consequently, Navarre is deprived 

sw Indeed, M. Rio says, that the expense was reduced by 
two-thirds, and, in soma parts, by three-fourths. JRio Mistoria 
del Reimdo de Carlos III., vol. iv. p. 117. 

In 1769, Baretti writes, in great surprise, *' the Biscayans 
are actually making a noble road, which is to go from Bilbao 
to 0.sraa.’' liaretti's Jouryiey through Mngland, Portugal, Idpain, 
and France, London, 1770, vol. iv. p. 311. 

E55 “The reigns of Ferdinand the Sixth and Charles the 
Third produced the mo.st beneficial changes in this important 
branch of political economy. New, roads were opened, which 
were cai-efully levelled, and constructed with solidity. There 
are at the present time in Spain several superb roads, such as 
may vie with the finest in Europe; indeed, thej have been 
made with superior judgment, and upon a grander scale,’’ 
Laborde’s Spain, edit, London, 1803, vol. iv. p. 427. 
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of its natural communication with the Mediterranean. 
In the enterprizing reign of Charles V., an attempt 
was made to reinedy this evil ; hut the plan failed, was 
laid aside, and was forgotten, until it was revived, more 
than two hundred years later, hy Charles III. Under 
his auspices, the great canal of Aragon was projected, 
with the maguidcent idea of uniting the Mediterranean 
and the Atlantic. This, however, was one of many 
instances in which the government of Spain was too 
far in advance of Spain itself ; and it was necessary to 
abandon a scheme, to -which the resources of the 
country were unequal. But what was really eifected, 
was of immense value. A canal was actually carried 
to Saragossa, and the waters of the Ehro were made 
available not only for transport, but also for irrigating 
the soil. The means of a safe and profitable ti'ade -were 
now supplied even to the western extremity of Aragon, 
Tlie old land, becoming more productive, rose in 
value, and new laud was brought under the plough. 
From this, other parts of Spain also benefited. Castile, 
for e.vampie, had in seasons of scarcity always depended 
for supplies on Aragon, though that province could, 
under the former system, only produce enough for its 
own consumption. But by this great canal, to which 
about the same time, that of Tauste wa.s also added, 
the soil of Aragon became far more productive than 
it had ever yet been ; and the rich plains of the Ehro 
yielded so abundantly, that they were able to supply 
wheat and other food to the Castilians, as well as tt» the 
Arag-onese.®®® 

S58 Goxe’s Bourbon Kinffs of Spain, vol. v. pp, 193, 199, 286, 
287. Townsend’s Spain, vol, i. pp. 212-215, Baborde's Spain, 
vol. ii. p. 271. This oanal,'wMeh was intended to cstabliab 
a free communication between the Bay of Biscay and the 
Mediterrajiean, is slightly noticed in Maepkerson’s Annals of 
Corainia'ce, vol iv, pp. 95, 96 ; a learned and valuable work, but 
.very imperfect as regards Spain. ITis economical value of this 
great enterprise, and the extent to which it succeeded, are 
seriously under-estimated m Ford's Spain, p. 687; a book 
which, notwithstanding the praise that has been coaferred upon 
it, is carelessly composed, and is sure to mislead readeju -who 
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The government of Charles IIT-, moreover, constructed 
a canal between Araposta and Alfaques, which, irrigated, 
the southern extremity of Catalonia^, and brought into 
CTiltivation a large district^ which, from the constant 
lack of rain, had hitherto been untilled. Another, and 
still greater enterprise belonging to the same reign, 
was an attempt, only partly successful, to establish 
a water-communication betw'eeu the eaj^ital and the 
Atlantic, by running a canal from Madrid to Toledo, 
whence the Tagus would have conveyed goods to 
Lisbon, and ail the trade of the west would have been 
opened up. But this and many other noble projects 
were nipped in the bud by the death of Cliarlcs III., 
with whom everything vani-shed. When he passed 
away, the country relapsed into its former inactivity, 
and* it was clearly seen that these great works were not 
national, but political ; in other words, that they were 
due merely to individuals, whose most strenuous 
exertions always come to naught, if they are opposed 
by the openition of those general causes, which are 
often undisceriied, hnt to which even the strongest of 
us, do, in our own despite, pay implicit obedience. 

Still, for a time, much was done; and Charles, 
reasoning according to the ordinary maxims of 
politicians, might well indulge the hope, that what 
he had effected would permanently change the destiny 
of Spain. For these, and other works which he not 
only planned but executed,®®^ were not paid for, as is 

have not the means of comparing it with other authorities, 
M. Rio’s History of Charles III, contains some interesting 
information on the subject, but, ^mfortUIiately, I omitted to 
mark the passages. 

See Florida Blanca’s statement, in Qoxe' Boiirhon Kings 
of Spain, voL v. p. 2S9. “ In many other parts similar works 

have boon promoted, for canals of irrigation, and for encouraging 
agriculture and traffic. The canals of Manzanares and Guadar- 
rama are continued by means of the national bank, which has 
appropriated one-half of the profits derived from the export of 
silver to this end.” . . . “The town of Almuradiel, formed in 
the middle of the campo mcevo of Andalusia, for the nigged 
pass of Despefia Perros, is another example of agiiculture for 
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too oRen the case, by tsA-es which oppressed the people, 
and trammelled their industry. At his side, <aiid con- 
stantly advising him, there were men who really aimed 
at the public good, and who never would have com- 
mitted so fatal an error. Under his rule, the wealth 
of the country greatly increased, and the comforts of 
the lower classes, instead of being abridged, were 
multiplied. Ihe imposts were more fairly assessed 
than they had ever been before. Taxes, which, in the 
seventeenth century, ail the power of the executive 
could not wring from the people, were now regularly 
paid, and, owing to the development of the national 
resources, they became at once more productive and 
less onerous. In the management of the public 
finances, an economy was practised, the first example 
of which had been set in tbe preceding reign, when the 
cautious and pacific policy of Ferdinand VI, laid a 
foundation for many of the improvements just narrated. 
Ferdinand bequeathed to Charles HI. a treasure which 
he had not extorted, but saved. Among the reforms 
which he introduced, and which an unwillingness to 
accumulate details has compelled me to omit, there is 
one very important, and also very characteristic of his 
policy. Eefore his reign, Spain had annually been 
drained of an immense amount of money, on account of 
the right which the Pope claimed of presenting to 
certain I'ich benefices, and of receiving part of their 
produce ; probably as a recompense for the trouble he 
had taken. Of this duty, the Pope was relieved by 
Ferdinand VI., who secured to the Spanish Crown the 
light of conferring such preferment, and thus sitved to 
the country those enormous sums on which the Roman 
Couit had been wont to revel. This was just the sort 
of measure which. would be hailed with delight by 
Charles III., as harmonizing with his own views ; and 

the neighbouring places; since, instead of woods ami frightful 
deserts, we hare seen in a few years public buildings, houses, 
plantations and cultivated lands, producing every species of 
grain and fruits, which border the i-oad, and' banish the danger 
of robbers and banditti," 
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we accordingly finely that^ in Iiis? reign, it was not only 
acted upon, but extended still further. For, perceiving 
that, in spite of his efforts, the feeling of the Spaniards 
on these matters was so strong as to impel them to 
make offerings to him whom they venerated as the 
Head of the Church, the king determined to exercise 
control over even tliese voluntary gilts. To accom- 
plish this end, various devices were suggested : and at 
lengti) one was hit upon, which was thought sure to he 
effectual. A royal order \vas issued, directing that no 
person should send money to Rome, but that if he had 
occasion to make remittances there, they should pass 
not through the ordinary channels, hut through the 
ambassadors, ministers, or other agents of the Spanish 
Crown. 

If we now review the transactions which I have 
narrated, and consider them as a whole, extending 
from the accession of Philip V. to the death of Charles 
III., over a period of nearly ninety years, we shall be 
struck with wonder at their unity, at the regularity of 
their march, and at their apparent success. Looking 
at them merely in a political point of view, it may be 
doubted if such vast and uninterrupted progress has 
ever been seen in any country eitlier before or since. 
For three generations, there was no pause on the part 
of the government ; not one reaction, not one sign of 
halting. Improvement upon improvement, and reform 
upon reform, followed each other in swift succession. 
The power of the church, which has always been the 
crying evil of Spain, and which hitherto none of the 
boldest politicians had dared to touch, was restricted 
in every possible way, by a series of statesmen, from 
Orry to Florida Bianca, whose efforts were latterly, 
and for nearly thirty yen,rs, zealously aided by Charles 
Hi., the ablest monarch who has sat on the throne 
since the death of Philip 11, Even the Inquisition was 
taught to tremble, and made to loosen its hold over its 
victims, I'he burning of heretics was stopped. Torture 
was disused. Prosecutions for heresy were discouraged. 
IiLstead of punishing men for imaginaiy offences, a 
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disposition was shown to attend to their real interest?., 
to alleviate their burdens, to increase their comforts, 
and to check the tyranny of those who were set over 
them. Attempts were made to restrain the cupidity of 
the clergy, and prevent them from preying at tvill 
Upon the national wealth. IPith this %dew, the laws of 
mortmain were revised, and various measures taken to 
interpose obsfeicles in the way of persons who desireci 
to waste their property by bequeatliing it for ecclesias- 
tical purposes. In this, as in other matters, the true 
interests of society were preferred to the iictitioiTS 
ones. To raise the secular classes above the spiritual ; 
to discountenance the exclusive attention hitherto paid 
to questions respecting ivhich nothing is known, and 
which it is impossible to solve ; to do this, and, in the 
place of such barren speculations, to su1)stitute a taste 
for science, or for literature, became the object of the 
Spanisli government for the first time since Spain had 
possessed a government at all. As part of the same 
scheme, the Jesuits were expelled, the right of 
sanctuary was infringed, and the whole hierarchy, 
from the highest bishop doxvn to the lowest monk, 
were taught to fear the law, to curb their passions, and 
to restrain the insolence with which they had formerly 
treated every rank except their own. These would 
have been great deeds in any country; in ancii a 
country as Spain, they were marvellous. Of them, I 
have given an abridged, and therefore an imperfect, 
account, but still sufficient to show how the govern- 
ment laboured to diminish superstition, to check 
bigotry, to stimulate intellect, to promote industry, 
and to rouse the people from their denth-like slumheix 
I have omitted many measures of considemble interest, 
and which tended in the same direction ; because, here, 
as elsew’here, I seek to confine myself to those salient 
points which most distinctly mark the general move- 
ment. Whoever will minutely study the history of 
Spain during this period, will find additional proof of 
the skill and vigour of those who tvero at the heiid 
of affairs, and who devoted their best energies to 
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regeneratiuj? tlie cormtTy which they ruled. ' Bat^ for 
these special studies j, special men are required ; and I 
shall be satisfied, if I have firmly grasped the great 
march and outline of the whole. It is enough for my 
purpose, if I have substantiated the general proposition, 
and iiave convinced the reader of the clearness with 
which the statesmen of Spain discerned the evils under 
which their country was groaning, and of the zeal 
with which they set themselves to remedy the mischief, 
and to resuscitate the fortunes of what had once not 
only been the chief of European monarchies, hut had 
borne sway over the most splendid and extensive 
territory that had been united under a single rule since 
the fall of the Roman Empire. 

They who believe that a government can civilize a , 
nation, and that legislators are the cause of social pro- 
gress, wiE naturally expect that Spain reaped per- 
manent benefit from those liberal maxims, which now, 
for the first lime, were put into execution. The fact, 
however, is, that such a policy, wise as it appeared, 
was of no avail, simply because it ran counter to the 
whole train of preceding circumstances. It was 
opposed to the hfibits of the national mind, and was 
introduced into a .state of society not yet ripe for it. 
No reform can produce real good, unless it is the work 
of public opinion, and unless the people themselves 
take the initiative. In Spain, during the eighteenth 
century, foreign influence, and the complications of 
foreign politics, bestowed enlightened rulers upon an 
unenlightened country.®®® The consequence was, tliat, 
for a time, great things were done. Evils were 
removed, grievances were redressed, many important 
improvements were introduced ; and a spirit of fcolera>. 
tion was exhibited, such as had never before been seen 
in that priest-ridden and superstitious land. But the 
mind of Spain was untouched. While the surface, and 

SB8 It is important to observe, that the Cortes, where alone 
the voice of the people had a chance of being heard, was 
assembled hut three times during the whole of the eighteenth 
contury, and then merely for the sake of fcam, 
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as it were the s 3 nnptomS;, of affairs were ameliorated^ 
affairs themselves remained unchanged. Below that sur- 
face, and far out of reach of any political remedy, large 
general causes were at work, which had been operating 
for many centuries, and which were sure, sooner or 
later, to force politicians to retrace their .steps, and 
compel them to inaugurate a policy which -would suit 
the traditions of the country, and harmonize -vrith the 
circumstances under which those traditions had been 
formed. 

At length the reaction came. In 1708, Charles 111. 
died ; and was succeeded by Charles IV., a king of the 
true Spanish breed, devout, oilbodox, and ignorant. 

It was now seen how insecure everything was, and how 
little reliance can be placed on reforms, which, instead 
of being suggested by tbe people, are bestowed on them 
by the political classes. Charles IV., though a weak 
and contemptible prince,®®® was so supported in his 
general views by the feelings of the Spanish nation, 
that, in less than five years, he was able completely to 
reverse that liberal policy which it had taken tiiree 
generations of statesmen to build up. In less than five 
years everything was changed. The power of the 
church was restored ; the slightest appi'oaeh towards 
free discussion was forbidden ; old and arbitrary prin- 
ciples, which had not been heard of since the seven- 
teenth century, were revived ; the priests reaasumod 
their former importance ; literary men were intimi- 
dated, and literature was discouraged ; while the 
Inquisition, suddenly starting up afresh, displayed an 

KS3 By combining these three qualities, he has deserved and 
received tbe cordial approbation, of the present Bishop of Bar- 
celona, who, in his recent work on the Spanish Church, styl&s 
him “ nn moimroa tan piadoso. ” Obm'vaciones wire M Prmnit 
y M PorvmiT de la Iglesia tv, JEspafia, por Domingo Costa y 
Borras, Barcelona, 1857, p. 80. 

5® Even in Alison’s history of Burope, where men of his 
character are usuj^y made much of, ho is treated -with 
moderate disdain. “Chiles IV. was not do.stituto of good 
qualities, but he was a weak, incapable prince.” Vol. viii 
p. 382, Edinburgh, 1842. 
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energy^ ^v'bicl) caused its enemies to tremble, and 
jirovcd tliat all the attempts which had been made to 
weaken it, liad been unable to impair its vigour, or to 
daunt its ancient spirit. 

The mi)iisters of Charles III., and the authors of 
those great reforms which signalized his reign, were dis- 
missed, to make way for other advisers, better suited 
to this new state of things. Charles IV. loved the 
church too well to tolerate the presence of enlightened 
statesmen. Aranda and Florida Blanca were both re- 
moved from office, and both were placed in confine- 
ment. Joveilanos was banished from court, and 
Cabarrus was thrown into prison. For, now, work 
had to be done, to which these eminent men, would 
not put their hands. A policy, which had been fol- 
lowed with undeviating consistency for nearly ninety 
years, was about to he rescinded, in order that the old 
empire of the seventeenth century, which was the 
empire of ignorance, of tyranny, and of superstition, 
might he resuscitated, and, if possible, restored to its 
pristine vigour. 

Once more was Spain covered with darkness ; once 
more did the shadows of night overtake that wretched 
land. The worst forms of oppression, says a distin- 
guished writer, seemed to be settling on the country 
with a new and portentous weight.^®^ At the same 
time, and indeed as a natural part of the scheme, every 
investigation likely to stimulate the mind was pro- 
hibited, and an order was actually sent to aU the 
universities, forbidding the study of moral philosophy ; 
tbe minister who issued the order justly observing, 

581 fSempen, Ifonamkie Espamo^ vol. ii. p- 167. I need hardly 
say, that not the slightest credit is to be attached to the account 
given in Godoy's 'Memoirs. Everyone tolerably acquainted 
with Spaiush history, will see that' his book is an attempt to 
raise his own reputation, by defaming the character of some of 
the ablest and most high-minded of his contemporaries. 

5® <‘In all its worst forms, therefore, ^oppression, civil poli- 
tical and religious, appeared to he settling down, with a new 
and portentous weight, on the whole country.” TMmor's 
Histoiry of Bpamh lAtarature, vol. iii. p. 318. 
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that the king did not want to have philosophers.®^’^ 
There was, however, little fear of Spain producing 
anything so dangerous..' The nation, not dai'ing, and. 
what was still worse, not wishing, to resist, gave w^ay, 
and let the kiiig do as he liked. MTthiu a very few 
years, he neutralized the most valuable rofornis whidt 
his predecessors had introduced. Having discarded the 
able advisers of his father, he conferred the highe.st 
posts upon men as narrow and incompetent as himself ; 
he reduced the country to the vcige of bankruptcy ; 
and, according to the remark of a Spanish historian, 
he exhausted all the resources of the state. 

Such was the condition of Spain, late in the eighteenth 
century. The French invasion quickly followed ; and 
that unhappy country underwent every form of cala- 
mity and of degradation. Herein, however, lies a 
difference. Calamities may he inflicted by others ; hut 
no people can he degraded except by their own acts. 
The foreign spoiler works mischief ; he cannot cause 
shame. With nations, as with individuals, none are 
dishonoured if they are true to themselves. Spain, 
during the present century, has been plundered and 
oppressed, and the opprobrium lights on the robbers, 
not on the robbed. She has been overrun by a brutal 
and licentious soldiery ; her fields laid waste, her 
to^vns sacked, her villages burned. It is to the 
criminal, rather than to the victim, that the ignominy 
of these acts must belong. And, ei’eu in a material 
point of view, such losses are sure to be retrieved, if 
the people wlio incur them are inured to those habits 
of sdf-goveriimeut, and to that feeling of self-reliance, 
which are the spring and the source of ail real great- 
ness. With the aid of these, every damage may be 
repaired, and every evil remedied. Without them, 

“ Cabaliero, fearing tUo progrotsB of all lertming, which 
might disturb the peace of the Court, sent, not long" since, a 
circular order ta the universities, forbidding the study of 
moral philosophy. * His Majesty/ it was said in the order, 

‘ was not in want of philosophers, but of good and obedient 
subjects. ’ JDi/blado's Zeii&’ji JroBi p. 35S, 
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tlie slightest blow may be fatal. In Spain, they are 
unknown ; and it seems impossible to establish them. 
In tliat country, men have so long been accustomed to 
pay implicit deference to the crown and the church, 
that loyalty and superstition have usurped the jdace of 
those noider emotions, to which all freedom is owing, 
a})d in the a}>seace of which, the true idea of independ- 
ence can never he attained. 

Alore than once, indeed, during the nineteenth cen- 
tury, a spirit has appeared, from which better things 
might have been augured. In 1812, in 1820, and in 
18 ;Ig, a few ardent and enthusiastic reformers attempted 
to secure liberty to the Spanish people, by endowing 
Spain with a free constitution. They succeeded for a 
liioment, and that was all, The forms of constitutional 
government they could bestow ; but they could not 
find the traditions and the habits, by which the forms 
are worked. Tlmy mimicked the voice of libei'ty j they 
copied her institutions ; they aped her very gestures. 
And what then At the first stroke of adverse for- 
tune, their idol fell to pieces. Their constitutions were 
broken up, their assemblies dissolved, their enactments 
rescinded. The inevitable reaction quickly followed. 
After each disturbance, tbe hands of the government 
were strengthened, the principles of despotism were 
confirmed, and the Spanish liberals were taught to rue 
the day, in which they vainly endeavoured to impart 
freedom to their unhappy and ill-starred country.®®* 

In Spain, the voice of the people has always been opposed 
to the voice of the Liberal party, as many writers have ob- 
served, without being avrare of the reason. Mr Walton 
[Revoluilms of Spain, London, 1837, vol, i. pp. 322, 823) says 
of the Cortes, “Public indignation hurled them from their 
sente in 18H ; and in 1823 they were overpowered, not by the 
arms of France, but by the d%)l 6 asnr 0 of their own country- 
men,” &e. See also p. 290 ; and Qwtn’s Memoirs of FmUnand 
tlie Seventh, London, 1824, p. 121, whore it is mentioned, that 
“ in all the towns through which the King passed, the multi- 
tude, excited by the friara and clergy, overturned the consti- 
tutional stone, and uttered the most atrocious insults against 
the Constitution, the Cortes, and the Liberals,” 
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What makes these failures the more worthy of 
observation is, that the Spaniai-ds did possess, at a 
very early period, municipal privileges and franchises, 
similar to those which we had in England, aiid to 
which our greatness is often ascribed. But such insti- 
tutions, though they preserve freedom, can never create 
it. Spain had the form of liberty without its spirit ; 
hence the form, promising as it v?as, soon died avt'ay. 
In England, the spirit preceded the form, and therefore 
the form was durable. Thus it is, that, though the 
iSpaniards could boast of free institutions a century 
before ourselves, they were unable to retain them, 
simply because they had the institutions and^ nothing- 
more. We had no popular representation till 1204 ; 
but in Castile, they had it in 1169, and in Aragon in 
1133. So, too, while the earliest charter was granted 
to an English to;vn in the twelfth century, we find, in 
Spain, a charter conferred on Leon as early as 1020 ; 
and in the course of the eleventh century the 
enfranchisement of towns was as secure as laws could 
make it. 

Tlie fact, however, is, that in Spain these institutions, 
instead of growing out of the wants of the people, 
originated in a stroke of policy on the part of their 
rulers. 'They were conceded to the citizens, rather 
than desired by them. For, during the war with the 
Mohammedans, the Christian kings of Spain, as they 
advanced southwards, were naturally an-vious to induce 
their subjects to settle in the frontier towns, where 
they might face and repel the enemy. \Tith this 
object, they gi-anted charters to the towns, and 
privileges to the inhabitants. And as the Moham- 
medans were gradually beaten back from the Asturias 
to Granada, the frontiers changed, and the franchises 
were extended to the new conquests, in order that 
what was the post of danger, might also be the place 
• of reward. But, meanwhile, those general causes, 
which I have indicated, were predetermining- the 
nation to habits of loyalty and superstition, winch 
gre-sv to a height fatal to the spirit of liberty. That 
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lieing the case^ the institutions were of no avail. 
They took no root ; and as they were originated 
by one political combinationj they were destroyed by 
HJiotiier. Before the close of the fourteenth ceutury_, 
ihe Spauiards were so firmly seated in the territories 
tlioy had Lately acquircfij that there was little danger 
of their being again expelled ; whiles, on the other 
JiaTid. there was no iniinediate prospect of their being 
able to push their conquests further, and drive the 
Mohamruedaug from the strongholds of Grauada. 
The circumstances, therefore, which gave rise to the 
municipal privileges had changed ; and as soon as this 
was apparent, the privileges began to perish. Being 
unsuited to the habits of the people, they were sure 
to fall, on the first opportunity. Late in the fourteenth 
century, their decline was perceptible; by the close 
of the fifteenth century, they were almost extinct; 
and, early m the sixteenth century, they were finally 
overthrown,^® 

It is thus that general causes eventually triumph 
over every obstacle. In the average of affairs, and on 
a comparison of long periods, they are irresistible, 
Iheir operation is often attacked, and occasionally, 
for a little time, stopped by politicians, who are always 
ready with their emi>irical and short-sighted remedies. 
But when the spirit of the age is against those remedies, 
they can at best only .succeed for a moment ; and after 
tiuit moment has jiassed, a reaction sets in, and the 
penalty for violence has to be paid. Evidence of this 
w'ili be found in the annals of every civilized country, 
by whoever will confront the history of legislation with 

Tiie final destmction of popular liberty is ascribed by 
many writei’s to the battle of villalar, in 1S21 ; thou^b it is 
quite certain that, if the royalists had lost that battle, instead ' 
of gaining it, the ultimate result would have been the same. 
At one time, I bad purposed tracing^ the histojy of the raupi- 
cipal and representative elements during the fifteenth oentury ; 
and the materials which. I then collected, oonvfnoed me tiiat 
the spirit of freedom never really existed in Spain, and that 
therefore the marks and forms of freedom were sure, sooner or 
later, to be effaced. 
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the history of opinion. The fate of the Spanish towns 
has afforded us one good proof; the fate of the Spanish 
Church will supply, ua with another. For more than 
eighty years after the death of Charles IL the I’lilei-s 
of Spain attempted to weaken the ecclesiastical power ; 
and the end of all their efforts was^ that even sudi ati 
insignificant and incompetent king as Charles IV. was 
able, with, the greatest ease^ rapidly to undo what they 
had done. This is because^ during the eighteenth 
century^ while the clergy were assailed hy law, they 
were favoured hy opinion. The opinions of a people 
invariably depend on large general causes, which 
influence the whole country ; but tlieir laws ai'c too 
often the work of a few powerful individuals, in opposi- 
tion to the national will. When the legislators die, or 
lose office, there is always a chance of their successors 
holding opposite views, and subverting their plans. In 
the midst, however, of this play and fluctuation of 
political life, the general causes remain steady, though 
they are often kept out of sight, and do not become 
visible, until politicians, inclining to their side, bring 
them to the surface, and invest them with open and 
public authority. 

This is what Charles IV. did in Spain ; and when he 
took measures to favour the church, and to discourage 
free inquiry, he merely sanctioned those national 
habits which his predecessors had disregarded. Tlie 
hold which the hienirchy of that country possess over 
public opinion, has alw^ays been proverbial ; hut it is 
even greater than is commonly supposed. What It 
was in the seventeenth century, we have already seen ; 
and in the eighteenth century, there ^vere no signs of 
its diminution, except among a few hold laen^ who 
could effect nothing, while the popular voice xvas so 
strong against them. Early in the reign of Philip V., 
I/dbat, who travelled in Spain, informs us, that when 
a priest performed mass, nobles of the highest rank 
deemed it an honour to hel^ him to dress, and that 
ftey would go down on their knees to him, and kiss 
his hands. When this was done hy the proudest 
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aristocracT in Europe^, we may suppose what the 
general feeling must have been. • Indeed^, Labat 
assures us, that a Spaniard would hardly be considered 
of sound faith, if he did not leave some portion of his 
property to the church ; so completely had respect for 
tiie iiie^rarchy heconie an essential part of the national 
character. 

A still more curious instance was e.vhibitcd on the 
oceasitm of the expulsion of the Jesuits. ITiat once 
u«eful, hut now troublesome, body was, during the 
eighteenth century, what it is in the nineteenth — 
the obsthiate enemy of progress and of toleration* 
7'he rulers of SLpain, observing that it opposed 
all their schemes of reform, resolved to get rid 
of an obstacle, which met them at eveiy turn. 
In France, the Jesuits had jnst been treated as 
a public nuisance, and suppressed at a blow, and 
without difficulty. Ilie advisers of Charles III. saw 
no reason why so salutary a measure should not 
be unitated in their country j and, in 17tl7, they, 
followini' the exaznple which had been set by the 
French in 17(14, abolished this great mainstay of the 
church,^ Having done this, the government sup- 
posed that it had taken a decisive step towards 
weakening ecclesiastical power, particularly as the 
sovereigir cordially approved of the proceeding. The 
year after this occurred, Charles III., according to his 
custom, appeared in the balcony of the palace, on the 
festival of Saint Charles, ready to grant any request 
which the people might make to him, and which 
usually consisted of a prayer for the dismissal ■ of a 
minister or for the repem of a tax. On this occasion, 
however, the citizens of Madrid, instead of occupy- 
ing themselves with such worldly matters, felt' that 
still dearer interests were in peril ; and, to the 
surprise and terror of the court, they denaanded, 
Tivith one voice, that the Jesuits should, be allowed 
to return, and wear tlieir usual dress, Tn order- 
's It wefi the opinion of the Pope, that Charlas, by tbig act, 
had endangered Ms own soul. 


468 SPANISPI INTELLECT PROM THE 


that Spain might be gladdened by the sight of these 
holy raen.®®^ 

What can yon do with a nation like this ? "iVhat is 
the use of laws, when the current of public opinion thtjs 
sets in against them? In the face of such obstacles, 
the government of Charles III., notwithstanding its 
good intentions, was powerless. Indeed, it was worse 
than powerless : it did harm ; for, by rousing popular 
sympathy in favour of the church, it strengthened 
what it sought to weaken. On that cruel and pei'secut- 
ing church, stained as it was with every sort of crime, 
the Spanish nation continued to bestow marks of affec- 
ts’? As this circumstance, which is noticed by Cr^tineau-Joly 
{Sistovre dt la Compagnie de JSsus, vol. v. p. Sll) and other 
writers (Dunham's history of Spain, vol, v. p. 180), has been 
much misrepresented, and has even been doubted by one 
author, I will transcribe the statement of Coxa, whoso informa- 
tion respecting the reign of Charles III. was derived from eye- 
witnesses, “A remarkable and alarming proof of their in- 
fluence was given at Madrid, the year after their expulsion. 
At the festival of St Charles, when the monarch showed him- 
self to the people from the balcony of the palace, and was 
accustomed to grant their general re<juest ; to the surprise and 
confusion of the whole Court, the voice of the immense multi- 
tude, with one accord, demanded the return of the Jesuits, 
and the permission for them to wear the habit of the secular 
clergy. This unexpected incident alarmed and mortified the 
Kinp;; and, after a vigilant inquiry, he thought proper to 
banish the Cardinal Archbishop of Toledo, and his Grand 
Vicar, as the secret instigators of this tumultuary petition.'* 
Coxe’s Bourbon Kings of Spain, 2d edit., London, 1815, vol, iv. 
pp. 368, 369. The remarks made on this event by M. Rio 
(histona del Beinado de Carlos III., Madrid, 1856, vol. ii. 
pp. 197-199) are not very creditable, either to his eritieisni or 
to his candour. It is uncritical to doubt the statement of a 
contemporary, when that statement relates what is probablo in 
iteelf, and what those who lived nearest to the period never 
denied. Indeed, so far from denying it, M. Muriel, the learned 
.translator of Coxe’s work into Spanish, gave it the sanction of 
• his name. And, it is surely, to say the least, verj’- uncandid 
,on._tbe part of M. Bio to impute to Coxe the error of placing 
■ this occurrence in 1767, and then proving that, owing to oir- 
'■te'umstancss connected with the Archbishop of Toledo, it could 
.not have happened in ihat year. For, Coxa distinctly a^rte, 
that it was m 1768 ; “the year ofUar their expulsion." 
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tfoii;, \vliiel3 instead of being diminislied, were increased. 
(.Jifts and legacies flowed in freely and from every side ; 
men being %villiog to beggar themselves and their 
fiimilk'S, iu order to svt'ell the general contrihution. 
And to su<;h a height was this carried, that iu 1788, 
Florida Blanca, nunister of the crown, stated that, 
witlnn the last fifty years, the ecclesiastical revenues 
bad increased so rapidly, that many of them had 
doubled in value.*®* 

Even the lufinisition, the most barbarous institution 
which the wit of man has ever devised, was upheld by 
public opinion against the attacks of the crown. The 
Spanish government wished to overthrow it, and did 
everything to weaken it ; hut the Spanish people loved 
it as of old, and cherished it as their best protection 
against the inroads of heresy.**® An illustration of this 
w^as exhibited in 1778, when, on occasion of a heretic 
being sentenced by the Inquisition, several of the lead- 
i!ig nobles attended as servants, being glad to have an 
opjjortunity of publicly displaying their obedience and 
docility to the church.*^* 

All these things were natural, and in order. They 
were the result of a long train of causes, the operation 

M® Another Spaniard, the Prince of the Peace, says, that at . 
the accession, of Charles IV., in 1788, “the cloisters were en,- 
eumhored with an evcr-inereasfng number of monks of all 
ordsMi and of all ages." Godoy’s Memoirs^ edit, London, 1836, 
vol i. p, 126, 

To IIS, the Inquisition seams rather a singniar object for 
men to set their aSections on ; but of the eaistenoe of the 

g saion there can be no doubt, '• LTnguisition si rdvdr^e en 
jmgne.” Mimoites de LourilU, vol, i. p, 36, And Seddes 
{Traeu, Tjondoa, 1730, vol. i p. 4S0) tells us that “the Inquisi- 
tion is not only established by law, but by a wonderful fascina- 
tion is so fixed in the hearts and affections of the people, that 
one that should offer the least affront to another, for having 
iiean an informer or witness in the Inquisition, would be tom 
in a thousand pieces." 

570 “The familiars of the Inquisition, Abrantes, kTora, and 
otheis, grandees of ^ain, attended as servants, without hats 
or swords." Goxi'.s Bourbm Kingt of vol. iv. pp.' 418, 
419. This was in the great case of Olaviae, 
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of which I have endeavoured to trace, during- thirteen 
centuries, since the outbreak of the Arian war. Those 
causes forced the Spaniards to be superstitious, and it 
was idle mockery to seek to change tlieir nature by 
legislation. The only remedy for superstition is know- 
ledge. Nothing else can wipe out that plague-spot of 
the human mind. Without it, the leper remains un- 
w^ashed, and the slave unfreed. It is to a knowledge 
of the laws and relations of things, that European 
civilization is owing ; but it is precisely tbis in "which 
Spain has always been deficient. And until that 
deficiency is remedied, until science, with her hold and 
inquisitive spirit, has established her right to investi- 
gate all subjects, after her own fasliiou, and according 
to her owm method, we may be assured that, in Spain, 
neither literature, nor universities, nor legislators, nor 
reformers of any kind, -will ever he able to rescue the 
people from that helpless and benighted condition into 
which the course of affairs has plunged them. 

That no great political improvement, however plaus- 
ible or attractive it may appear, can be productive of 
lasting benefit, unless it is preceded by a change in 
public opinion, and that every change of public opinion 
is preceded by changes in knowledge, are propositions 
which all history verifies, hut "ivMch are particularly 
obvious in the history of Spain, nie Spaniards have 
had everjdhing except knowledge. Tliey have had im- 
mense wealth, and fertile and well-peopled territories, 
in all parts of the globe, nieir o-wn couxitiy, washed by 
the A'fciantic aud the Mediterranean, and posse.=:sed of 
excellent harbours, is admirably situated for the 
purposes of trade between Europe and America, being 
so placed as to command the commerce of both 
hemispheres.^'^ They had, at a very early period, 

s'U An aceomplishod modem geographer savs; "From the 
extent of its coast-line, its nnmerons ports, its geographical 
podtion, and natural prodnctB, Spain posseeses greater com- 
mercial advantages than any other country of Eumps.” 
Johnston’s Dktiomry of Physical, StatMkaL^ mid Mmuricai 
€fmffniphy, London, 1850, p. 1213, 
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S le Etmnicipal privileges; tliey Ead mdependent 
(amenta ; they had the right of choosing their own 
inagistratt's, and managing their own cities. ITiey 
have had rich and ilourishing towns, abundant manu- 
facture.s and skilful artisans, whose choice productions 
could sectire a ready sale in evei-y market in the world. 
They have c^lti^'ated the fine arts, with eminent 
success ; their uolde and exquisite paintings, and their 
mag-uificent churches, being justly rauked among the 
most wonderful elects of the human hand. They 
speak a he:iutiful, sonorous, and flexible langiuige, and 
their literature is not unwortliy of their language. 
Their .soil yields treiisnres of every kind. It overflows 
with wine and oil, and produces the choicest fruits in 
an almost tropical exuberance. It contains the most 
valuable minerals, in a profmse variety unexampled in 
any other part of Europe. Nowhere else do we find 
such rare and costly marbles, so easily accessible, and 
in such close communication with the sea, where they 
might safely be shipped, and sent to countries which 
require them.®’'^ As to tlie metals, there is hardly one 
which Spain does not possess in large quantiti^ Her 
mines of silver and of quicksilver are well known. 
She abounds in copper, and her supply of lead is 
enormous.®*® Iron and coal, the two most useful of 

SIS ff marbles of Spain are in greater variety and beauty 
than those of any connlry in Europe, and most valuable^ kinds 
of &em are in situations of easy access and oommunicaiion 
with the sea ; but they have long been entirely neglected, the’ 
greater part being unknown, even to the more intelligent of the 
natives.” C'oo&’$ Spain, London, 183d, voL ii. p. 51. In the 
(labinot of llatural History at Madrid, “the apacimens of 
marbles are splendid, and show what tr^sureB yet remain 
buried in the Peninsula,'' Ford's S^ain, lionaOn, I84f, 

^*e?s In 1632, Cook writes, “The lead minea of the Sierra de 
Oador are In a state of repletion at pre^t froin the enonnons 
quantity of the ntinoml, and the facility of raising it.” . . . 
“Lead abounds in other parts of the same chain,' nearer to 
Almeria.’' Cook's Spann, vol. if p. 75.' The most, valuable of 
the av^fiHng Spanish mines are tfatae^of lead.in Qranada; and 
the supplies obtained from them during the last -'twenty years 


462 SPANISH INTELLECT FROM THE 


all the productions of the inorganic world/"'* are also 
abundant in that highly favoured country. Iron is 
said to exist in every part of Spain j and to be of the 
best quality ; while the coal mines of Asturias are 
described as inexhaustible.®^® In short, nature has 
been so prodigal of her bounty, that it has been 
observed, with hardly a hyperbole, that the Spanish 
nation possesses within itself, nearly everj' natural 
production which can satisfy either the necessity or the 
curiosity of mankind. 

These are splendid gifts ; it is for the historian to 
tell how they have been used. Certainly, tlie people 
who possess them have never been deficient in natural 
endowments. They have had their full share of gv&at 
statesmen, great langs, great magistrates, and great 
legislators. They have had many able and vigorous 
rulers ; and their history is ennobled by the frequent 
appearance of courageous and disinterested patriots, 
who have sacrificed their all, that they might help 
their country. Tlie bravery of the people has never 
been disputed ; while, as to the upper classes, the punc- 
tilious honour of a Spanish gentleman has passed into 
a bye-word, and circulated through the world. Of the 

have been so large, that they have occasioned the abandonment 
of several less productive mines in other countries, and a 
considerable fall in the price of lead.” M‘Cidlock’s (koffrapkicai 
and Statistical Dictwntary, London, 1849, vol. in p. 705. 

I use the popular language in referring coal to the 
inorganic world, despite its cellular tissue and vegctablo 
origin. 

S 76 “The most valuable of the whole mineral riches of iipain 
will be in ail probability, in a few years, the iron, which is 
found evoiy where, and of the best qualities." Cook's Sjoabii 
vol. ii, p, 78. 

"The quantity is inexhaustible, the quality excollent, the 
working of extraordinary facility, and they pos.-ess an easy 
communication with^the sea ; yet they are praetiually useless, 
and afford only a miserable existence to a few labourer.? and 
mules used in conveying the mineral to Qijon. " Cook's Spain, 
ml iL pp. 79, 80. “In the immediate neighbourhood of 
Oviedo are some of the largest coal fields in Etiropo." Ford's 
Spain, p. S81 ; compare pp. 892, 606. 
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nation generally^ the best observers ^pronounce them to 
be higb-minded, generous, truthful. Ml of integrity, 
warm and xealous friends, affectionate in all the private 
relations of life, frank, charitable and humane.®^’’ 
"flieir sincerity in religious matters is unquestion- 
able ; ''’"® they are, moreover, eminently temperate and 
577 “'J'hey are grave, temperate and sober ; firmand wairain. 
their friendships, though cautious and slow in contracting 
thorn, ” A Tour Utrough Sm,in ly Udal ap Rhys, second edition, 
L-imdon, 1760, p. 3. “ When they have once professed it, none 
are more faithful friends," . , . “They have great probity and 
integrity of principle.” Clarke's Letters concerning the Spanish 
juration, London, 1763, 4to, p. 334, “To express all that I feel, 
on. the recollection of their goodness, would appear like adula- 
tion ; hut i may venture at least to say, that siiQplioity,_ sm- 
eerity, generosity, a high sense of dignity, and strong prinoiples 
of honour, are the most prominent and striking features of the 
Spanish character. ” Tovmsend's JournM through Spain, second 
edition, London, 1792, vol. iii. p. 363. “The Spaniards, 
thot^h naturally deep and artful politicians, have still some- 
thing soi nobly frank and honest in their disposition.’' 
from Spain, by an English O^er, London, 1788, vol. ii. p> 

“ The Spaniards have fewer bad qualities than any other people 
that I have had the opportunity to know." Crohw's Travels 
ihrmgh Spain, London, 1799, pp. 237, 238.^ “ Spanish probity 
is proverbial, and it conspicuously shines in commercial na- 
tions.” Laborde’s Spain, Inndon, 1809, voL iv. p. 423, Oer- 
tainly, if it ha taken in the mass, no people are mpre hun^e 
tbiiu'tlie Spaniards, or more compassionate and kind in their 
feelings to others. They probably excel other nations, rather 
than fall below them, in this respect.” Cook’s Spain, London, ■ 
1834, vol, i, p, 189. “ The Spaniards are kind-hearted in all 
the relations of life,” Moskins’ Spain, London, 1851, vol. n. p- 
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frugal. Yetj all these great qualities have availed 
them nothing, and will avail them nothing, so long as 
they remain ignorant. What the end of all this will 
be, and whether in their unhappy country the right 
path will ever he taken, it is impossible for anyone^ to 
say.®®® But if it is not taken, no amelioration which 
can possibly be effected will penetrate below the surface. 
The sole course is, to weaken the superstition of the 
people ; and this can only be done by that march of 
physical science, which, familiarizing men with concep- 
tions of order and of regularity, gradually encroaches 
on the old notions of perturbation, of prodigy and of 
miracle, and by this means accustoms the mind to 
explain the vicissitudes of affairs by natural considera- 
tions, instead of, as heretofore, by those which are 
purely supernatural. 

prostrate everything? else, blow over this and leave it unscathed. 
It is only amongst the educated male population that any lack 
of fervomr is witnessed. ” 

B79‘<Tho habitual temperance of these people is really 
astonishing ; I never saw a Spaniard drink a second glass of 
wine. With the lower order of people, a piece of bread with 
an apple, an onion, or pomegranate, is their usual repast.” 
Crol-er's Travels in, Spain, London, 1709, p. 116. “ They are 
temperate, or rather abstemious, in their living to a great de- 
gree : lorradio is the highest term of ropi’oach ; and it is rare 
to see a drunken man, except it be among the carriers or mule- 
teers.” Dalrimple's Travels fkrow/h Sjiain, London, 1777, 4to, 
p. 174, “Dnrakenness is a vico almost unknown in Spain 
ajuong people of a respectable chiss, and veiy uncommon oven 
among the lower orders. ” Esmdnard's note in Gotlipfs Memoirs, 
London, 1836, vol. ii, p. 321. 

8 S 0 “This is the most wonderful country under tho sun x far 
liore, intellect wields no power.” Indus' Spain, London, 1831, 
I'fd. i. p. 101. Now, listen to the practical conse-jncnccs of not 
giving free and fearless scope to tho mfcclioot. “ It is singular, 
upon landing in the Peninsula, .and making a short excui-aiou for 
a few miles in any direction, to see reprmlucod the manners of 
K^landj^ve centuries hack — to find yourself thrown into the 
midst of a society which is a close conntor 3 )j!irt of that exdnci 
smi-civilimiion. of which no trace is to be found in our history 
latorthan the close of the fourteenth centuiy and the reign of 
Tltohard the Second. Mevehetions of m 184.!i Sjj? m 

EnpLish Resident, vol. ii, 1. 
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To thiKj in tlie most advanced countries of .Europe^ 
every Miintr has been tending for nearly three centuries. 
But in unfortunately, education has always re- 

mained. ami stiii remains, in the hands of the clergy, 
%vho steadily oppose that proj^ess of knowledge, which 
they are well au’are would he fatal to their own powder, 
I’he peojde, therefore, resting ignoi'ant, and the causes 
which ke[)t tiiem iii ignorance continuing, it avails the 
country nothing, that, from time to time, enliglitcned 
ruler.s have come forward, and liberal measures been 
ado}»ted. The Spaiiish refomners have, with rare excep- 
tions, eagerly attacked the church, whose authority they 
clearly saw ouglit to be diminished. But wliat they did 
not see is, that such diminution can he of no real use 
unless it is the result of public opinion urging on 
politicians to the work. In Spain, politicians took 
the initiative, and the people lagged behind. Hence, 
in Spain, w'hat was done at one time was sure to be 
undone at another. ’lYhen the liberals were in power 
they suppressed the Inquisition ; but Ferdinand VII. 
easily restored it, because, though it had been destroyed 
by Spanish legislators, its existence was suited to the 
habits and tratiitions of the Spanish nation.®®^ Fresh 

“That the Spaniards, as a people, are lOTofant, supremely 
ignorant, it is impossible to dissemble j but this comes from the 
control of education, being altogether in the hands of the clergy, 
who exert themselves to maintain that ignorance to which they 
are indebted for their power." JSpain by an American, voL i£ 
p. 360, “ The schools in Madrid ar’e all conducted by Jesuits ; 
and the education received in them, is such as might be ex- 
pected from their heads. ” Inglis' jS])ain, val i, p. 156. ' ' Private 
education here is almost entirely in the hands of the clergy." 
Rmlaiiotis of Spain in 1845, vol. ii. p, 27, In Spain, as in all 
countries, Catholic or Protestant, the clergy, considered as a 
body, inculcate belief iirstead of inquiry, and, by a sort of oou- 
sorvative instinct, discourage that boldness of investigation 
svithout which there can be no real knowledge, aliho^h there 
may be much erudition and more hook learning. In ^ain the 
clergy are stronger than in &nj other country j therefore in 
Spain they display this tendency more fearlessH. 

“ Immediately after his arrival in Madrid, f’erdinand re- 
establfehcd the Inquisition ; and his decree for that purpose , 

II 2 G - ■ . 
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cixangos occurring-j, tliis odious tribunal xvaS;, in 1820, 
again abolished. Stilly though its form is gone, its 
spirit lives. The name, the body, and the visii)le 
appearance of the Inquisition are no moi-e ; but the 
spirit which generated the Inquisition is enshrined in 
the hearts of the people, and, on slight provocation, 
would burst foi’th, and reinstate an institution which i.s 
the effect, far more than the cau.se, of the intolerant 
bigotry of the Spanish nation. 

In the same way, other and more sysstematic attacks 
which were made on the church, during the present 
century, succeeded at first, but w'ere sure to be event- 
ually baffled. Under Joseph, in 1809, the monastic 
ordens were suppressed, and their property was con- 
fiscated. Little, however, did Spain gain by this. 
The nation was on their side ; and as soon as the storm 
passed away, they were restored. In 1836, there was 
another political movement, and the liberals being at 
the head of affairs, Menclizabal secularized all the 
church property, and deprived the clergy of nearly 
the whole of their enoi’mous and ill-gotten wealth. 
He did not know how foolish it is to attack an 
institution, unless you can first lessen its influence. 
Overrating the power of legislation, he underrated tiie 
power of opinion. This, the re.sult clearly showed. 
Within a very few j'ears, the I'eaction began.* In 184.^ 
was enacted what was called the law of devolution, by 
which the first step was taken towards the re-eiido%v- 
ment of the clergy. In 1851, their position was still 

was hailed thi’oughout all Spain with illuminations, thanks- 
givings, and other rejoicings.” II emirs of Fcrdiiuuid 

Vll., London, 1824. pp. 1S$, 190. This and simiiar acts gavo 
such delight to the church as well as to th« |)eojilu, that, 
according to a great divine, the return of Ferdinand to Hpaiii 
is to be deemed the iinmediatG act of Divine Providence wau lj- 
ing over the interests of Spain. 

m “Tho spirit of the Inquisition is still jdive; for no king, 
cortes, !or conatitution, ever .permits in Spain any approficb to 
any religious toleration.” Ford's Spain, tondoai 1847, p. 60. 

T have sought in vain for any detailed history of these 
ti"an8actions. 


FiFm TO 1’1-iE NINETEENTH CENTURY 467 


furtlier improver] by tiie celebrated Concordat, in 
wilicb the right of acquiring, as well as of possessing, 
was solemnly confirmed to them. With all this, the 
nation heartily eoriciiTred.*^ Such, however, was the 
madness of the liiieral jjarty, that, only four years 
afterwards, ^vhe^ they for a moment obtained power, 
they forcihh' atimiU'ed these arrangements, and re- 
voked concessions which had been made to tbe church, 
a.nd which, unhappily for Spain, public opinion had 
rattfio<L The results might have been easily foreseen. 
Jn Aragon and in otlier parts of Spain, the people flew 
to arms ; a Carlist insurrection broke out, and a cry 
ran through the country, that religion was in danger. 
It is impoi^sible to benefit such a nation as this, llie 
reformers were, of course, overthrown, and by tlie 
autumn of 1836 their party was broken up. “Hie 
political reaction now began, and advanced so rapidly, 
that, by the spring of 1857, the policy of the two 
preceding years vras completely reversed. Those who 
idly thought that they could regenerate their country 
by laws, saw all their hopes confounded, A ministij 
was formed, whose mea.snres were more in accordance 
with the national mind. In May 1857, cortes as- 
sembled. The representatives of the people sanctioned 

Tbe very year in which the Concordat beoame law, Mr 
Haskins, the*' well-known tnavoUer in Africa, a gentleman 
eHdently of oonsideraMe intelligenee, published, on his return 
from Spain, an. account of that country. Hia work is valuable, 
as showing the state of public feeling Just before the Concordat, 
and while the Spanish clergy were still suffering from the well- 
intentioned, hut grossly injudicious acts of the Hberal party. 
“We visited these chin*ches on a Sunday, and were jsurprised 
to find them all crowded to excess. The incomes of the clergy 
are greatly reduced, but their fortunes are gradually reviving.^' 
jlostm' Spain, London, 1851, vol. i. p. 25. “The priests 
are slowly re-ostahlishing their power in Spain,” vol, ii. p. 201. 

“ The crowded churches, and, notwithstanding the appropria.- 
tioii of their revenues, the absence of all appearance of any- 
thing like poverty in the chapels and sendee^ prove that the 
Spanmrds are now as devout worshippers, ftud as 2i0alouB 
Mends of the church, as they were in her palmy days,” vol, • 
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tlie proceedings of the executive government, and, by 
their united authority, the worst provisions of tlie 
Concordat of 1851 were amply confirmed, the sale of 
church property was forbidden, and all the limitations 
which had been set to the power of the bishops v/orc 
at once removed. 

The reader ivill now be able to understand the real 
nature of Spanish civilization. He will see how, under 
the high-sounding names of loyalty and religion, lurk 
the deadly evils Avhich those names have always con- 
cealed, but which it is the business of the historian to 
drag to light and expose. A blind spirit of reverence, 
taking the form of an unworthy and ignominious sub- 
mission to the crown and the church, is the capital 
and essential vice of the Spanish people. It is their 
sole national vice, and it has sufficed to ruin them. 
From it all nations have grievously suffered, and many 
still suffer. But nowhere in Europe, has tliis principle 
been so long supreme as in Spain. TJiereforo, nowhere 
else in Eiirope are the consequences so manifest and so 
fatal, llie idea of liberty is extinct, if, indeed, in the 
true sense of the word, it ever can he said to have 
existed. Outbreaks, no doubt, there have been, and 
\vill be ; hut they are bursts of lawlessness, rather than 
of liberty. In the most civilized countries, the 
tendency always is, to obey even unjust Ia%vs, Imt while 
obeying them, to insist on their repeal. This is because 
we perceive that it is better to remove grievances than 
to resist them. While we submit to thy particular 
hardship, we assail the system from wdiich the liardship 
flows. For a nation to take this view, requires a 
cei^tain reach of mind, which, in the darker periods of 
European history, was unattainable. Hence we find, 
that, in the middle s^es, though tumults were iuccs*- 
sant, rebellions were rare. But, since the sixteenth 
century, local insurrections, provoked by immediate 
injustice, are diminishing, and are being superseded by 
revolutions, which strike at once at the source from 
whence the injustice proceeds. There can be no doubt 
that this change is beneficial ; partl.y because it is 
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aRvaj-s good to rise from effects to causes^ and partly 
because revolutions being less frequent than insurrec- 
tions, tile peace of society would be more rarely dis- 
turbed, if men confined tbemselves entirely to the 
larger remedy. At the same time, insurrections are 
goueraliy wrong ; revolutions are ahmys right. An 
insurrection is too often the mad and passionate effort 
of ignorant persons, who are impatient under some 
immediate injury, and never stop to investigate its 
remote and general causes. But a revolution, when it 
is the work of the nation itself, is a splendid and. 
imposing spectacle, because to the moral quality of 
indignation pi’oduced by the presence of evil, it adds 
the intellectual qualities of foresight and combination ; 
and, uniting in the same act some of the highest pro- 
perties of our nature, it achieves a double purpose, not 
only punishing the oppressor, but also relieving the 
oppressed. 

In Spain, however, there never has been a revolu- 
tion, properly so called ; there never has even been 
one grand national rebellion. The people, though 
often lawless, are never free. Among them, we find 
still preserved that peculiar taint of barbarism, which 
makes men prefer occasional disobedience to systematic 
liberty. Certain .feelings there are of our common 
nature, which e\'en their slavish loyalty cannot eradi- 
cate, and which, from time to time, urge them to 
resist injustice. Such instincts are happily the in- 
alienable lot of humanity, which we cannot forfeit, if 
we would, and which are too often the last resource 
against the extravagancies of tyranny. And this i,s all 
that Spain now possesses. The Spaniards, therefore, 
resist, not because they are Spaniards, but because 
they are men. Still, even while they resist, they 
revere. ’tHiile tliey will rise up against a vexations 
impost, they crouch before a ^stem, of which the 
impost is the smallest evil. They smite |he tax- 
gatherer, but fall prostrate at the feet of the con- 
temptible prince for whom the tax-gatherer plies his 
craft. They will even revile the troublesome and 
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importunate monkj, or sometimes they will scoff at the 
sleek and arrogant priest ; while such is their infatua- 
tion, that they w’ouid risk their lives in defence of that 
cruel church, which has inflicted on them hideous 
calamities, hut to which they still cling, as if it were 
the dearest object of their affections. 

Connected with these habits of mind, and in sootli 
forming part of them, we find a reverence for antiquity, 
and an inordinate tenacity of old opinions, old beliefs, 
and old habits, which remind ns of those tropical 
civilizations which formerly flourished. Such preju- 
dices were once universal even in Europe ; but they 
began to die out in the sixteenth century, and are now, 
comparatively speaking, extinct, e.veept in Spain, 
where they 'have always been welcomed, in that 
country, they retain their original force, and produce 
their natural results. By encouraging tlie notion, that 
all the truths most important to know are already 
known, they repress those aspirations, and dull that 
generous confidence in the future, without which 
nothing really great can be achieved, A people who 
regard the past with too wdstful an eye, will never 
bestir themselves to help the onward progress ; they 
will hardly believe that progress is possible. To them, 
antiquity is synonymous with wisdom, and every im- 
provement is a dangerous innovation. In this state, 
Europe lingered for many centurie.'i ; in this state, 
Spain still lingers. Hence the Spaniards are reinark- 
ahlc for an inertness, a want of buoyancy, and an 
absence of hope, which, in our busy and entei’jsriziTig 
age isolate them from the rest of the civilized world. 
Believing that little can he done, they arc in no huiTv 
to do it. Believing that the knowledge they Imve in- 
herited, is far greater than any they can obtain, they 
Wisli to preserve their mtellectuai’ possessions lyhol'e 
and unimpaired ; inasmuch as the least alteration in them 
might lessen their value. Content with what has been 
already bequeathed, they are excluded from that great 
European movement, which, first clearly perceptible 
in the sixteenth century, has ever since been steadily 
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unpttling* old Oj[>inioiiSj destroying old 
follies^ refonning and improwwg on every sidej m- 
fluGuohig even sucli barbarous countries as Russia 
and Turkey; but leaving Spain unscatlied. While 
the hrmmu intellect has been making the most 
prodigious and unheard of strides^ while discoveries 
in every quarter are simultaneously pressing upon 
us, and coming m such rapid and bewildering suc- 
cession, ^ that the strongest sight, dazzled by the 
glare of their splendour, is unable to contemplate 
them as a whole ; while other discoveries still more 
imporinnt, and still more remote from ordinary 
experience, are manifestly approaching, and may 
l>e seen looming in the distance, whence they are 
now obscurely working on the advanced thinkers 
who are nearest to them, filling their minds with 
those ill-defined, restless, and almost uneasy, feel- 
ingSj which are the invariable harbingers of future 
triumph ; w'hile the veil is being rudely torn, and 
nature, violated at ail points, is forced to disclose 
her secrets, and reveal her structure, her economy, 
and her, laws, to the indomitable energy of man ; 
while Europe is ringing with the noise of intellectual 
achievements, with which even despotic governments 
affect to sympathize, in order that they may divert 
them from their natural course, and use them as new 
instruments -whereby to oppress yet more the liheiffies 
of tlie people; while, amidst this general din and 
excitement, the public mind, swayed to and fro, is 
tossed and sigitated — Spain sleeps on, untroubled, 
unheeding, impassive, receiving no impressions from 
the rest of the world, and making no impressions 
upon it- There she lies, at the further extremity ' 
of the Continent, a huge and torpid mass, the 
sole representative now remaining of the feelings 
and knowledge of the Middle Ages. And, what 
is the worst symptom of all, she is satisfied with 
her own condition. Though she is tlie most back- 
ward country in Europe, she believes herself to 
be the foremost. She is proud of everything of 
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which she should be ashamed. She is proud of the 
antiquity of her opmions ; proud of her orthodoxy ; 
proud of the stren^h of her faith ; proud of her im- 
measurahla and childish credulity ; proud of her un- 
%villingness to amend either her creed or her customs ; 
proud of her hatred of heretics^, and proud of the 
undying vigilance with which she has bafiled their 
efforts to obtain a full and legal establishment on her 
soil. 

All these things conspiring together^ produce, in 
tlieir aggregate, that melancholy ex'hibition to which 
we give the collective name of Spain. The history of 
that single word is the history of nearly every vicissi- 
tude of which the human species is capable. It com- 
prises the extremes of strength and of weaknes.s, of 
unbounded wealth and of abject poverty. It is the 
history of the mixture of different races, languages, 
and bloods. It includes almost every political com- 
bination which the wit of man can devise ; laws infinite 
in variety, as well as in number ; constitutions of all 
kinds, from the most stringent to the most liberal. 
Democracy, monarchy, government by priests, govern- 
ment by municipalities, government by nobles, govern- 
ment by representative bodies, government by natives, 
government by foreigners, have been tried, iind tried 
in vain. Material appliances have been hivishly used ; 
arts, inventions, and machines introduced from abroad, 
manufactures set up, commuiucatioivs opened, roads 
made, canals dug, mines worked, harbours formed. 
In a word, there has been every sort of alteration, 
except alteration.? of opinion; there has been every 
possible change, except changes in knowledge. And 
the I'esult is, that in spite of the efforts of sueccsHive 
governments, in spite of the influence of foreign 
customs, and in spite of those xdjysical anielioraticuis, 
which just touch the .surface of society, but are imuble 
to penetrate beneath, there lire no sign.? of national 
progress ; the priests are rather gaining ground than 
losing it; the slighte.st attack on the church roiise.s 
the people; while, even the di.ssolutene.?s of the 
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clergy^ and the odious vices wliicli, in the present 
eentury, have stained tlie throne, can do naughty to 
lessen either the su2>erstitiou or the' loyalty which 
the accumulated force of many centuries has graven 
on the minds, and eaten into the hearts, of the 
Spanish nation. 
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